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TECHNOLOGY 


Who Will Control Your Internet? 
by William F Jasper — The Obama administration is making plans 
to transfer control of the Internet to authoritarian globalists. 


Milestones in the UN’s March 


for Control of the Internet 
by William F Jasper — Globalists have declared that the Internet is 
a global resource and should be controlled by global government. 


Design by Joseph W. Kelly 


POLITICS 


People Who’ll Do Anything to Win 
by Selwyn Duke — When absolute truth doesn’t exist, lying and 
deceit are standard operating procedure in life, especially in politics. 


SURVEILLANCE 


Is the NSA Grabbing All 


Americans’ Phone Call Content? 

by Thomas R. Eddlem — The NSA has been blatantly lying to the 
public and Congress about its spying activities. But it is possible it may 
truthfully say it is not spying, when it is. 


DVD REVIEW 


Blue Blows the Horn 
by Jack Kenny — The documentary Blue investigates the motives 
and methodology of the environmental movement. 
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HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


The Case for Noninterventionism 

by Warren Mass — The term “isolationist” is slung like a curse 
in today’s conservative circles at those who don’t want America to 
police the world. But it’s interventionists who cause wars. 
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Icing ISIS 


As to ISIS, should we destroy the enemy, 
and win the war? Absolutely! 

If they’re selling oil, stop it. If they’re 
hiding their oil in legal shipments and get- 
ting kickbacks (probably the case), ID their 
collaborators and shut them down. Use air 
cover to shut down transportation — no ve- 
hicles move without clearance — equivalent 
to blockading a sea port. Assassinate their 
leaders en masse. Mount punitive actions 
against anyone providing terrorists safe- 
havens. Get the FBI, CIA, and Pentagon to- 
gether, get out of the way, and let them wipe 
out the enemy. Let the law of diminishing 
returns destroy ISIS. 

Pretend we’re really at war, like when we 
were fighting the Nazis in Europe — carpet- 
bomb and firebomb enemy strongholds. 

If innocent people are killed, at least they 
won't be our innocent people. The choice is 
war over there or war right here. 

GLEN C. SIMMONS 
San Clemente, California 


Tantalizing Title 


The title of the article “Government Plan 
to Stop School Shootings: Monitor Home- 
schoolers” (October 20 issue) is, in my 
humble opinion, irresponsible scare-tactic 
journalism, even though the article itself is 
very informative. When titles such as this 
are used to grab people’s attention, no won- 
der the homeschool community is viewed as 
weird, anti-social, and extremist! 

First, this doesn’t involve all homeschool- 
ers, as the title implies. And there is no “plan” 
to do this in the federal “government,” as is 
also implied by the title. The article does not 
make it very clear that this task force is sim- 
ply the work of one state, Connecticut. 

SUSAN FARMER 
Sent via e-mail 
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


Our food supply is contaminated with 
hormones in the meat and dairy. Ninety 
to ninety-five percent of corn and soy are 
genetically modified. Soy contains phy- 
toestrogens. Soy baby formula contains 
isoflavones, which according to ADM 
documents, have the potential for chronic 
endocrine toxicity. 

Our personal care products — shampoo, 
toothpaste, cosmetics, scented items, baby 
wipes, sunscreen (to name a few) — contain 
harsh chemicals that are absorbed through 
the skin and disrupt hormone signals. 

The stakes are high because hormones 
play a critical role in body development 
and function. The Kansas City Star of July 
30, 2007, reported on hormone fluctuations 
causing males to experience gynechomastia, 
or enlarged breasts, through alteration of the 
genetic structure. 

Some people won’t believe this, but little 
girls are entering puberty unnaturally early 
and have chronic endocrine problems, and 
our little boys are really little girls, many 
with learning disabilities and behavioral 
problems. 

There are gender-confused children who 
through no fault of their own will have to 
survive what should have never happened. 

JOANNE ALDRICH 
Excelsior, Minnesota 


Surveillance Solution 


About what to do with unconstitutional gov- 
ernment spying. Simply have the NSA carry 
on with surveillance (who and what will 
replace the NSA for needed surveillance); 
the costly infrastructure is already in place. 
However, the NSA’s “action arm” and “clan- 
destine court” should be abolished and relin- 
quished to authoritative protective agencies 
that operate within the Constitution and its 
amendments to protect life, liberty, and free- 
dom of speech of its citizens. 

Presenting evidence and following juris- 
prudence via the courts will not jeopardize 
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Take a New Look ot ae secrecy of the NSA or its 
THE NEW AMERICAN needs to accept gender- 
confused children as a real phenomenon — 
here’s why. 

By 1997, the EPA had reviewed nearly 300 
studies and had concluded that hormone- 
disrupting chemicals can lead to disturbing 
health effects, especially for children. Their 
solution called for more research. 


CAPTAIN GARY KASSBAUM 
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UN Pushes Global “New Deal’ 


In a new report on “global governance” and “policy space for 
development,” the United Nations blasted free markets and said 
it was time for what the outfit described as an “international ‘New 
Deal.’” The wild demand, issued by the UN Conference on Trade 
and Development (UNCTAD) in its annual report released Sep- 
tember 10, also included attacks on tax competition, along with 
calls for more wealth extraction from citizens to fund bigger 
government, abolishing financial privacy worldwide to facilitate 
global taxation, and much more. Critics promptly ridiculed the 


_ INSIDE TRAGK.... 


UN outfit and its latest comments as obnoxious, inaccurate, and 
ideological. But the UN agency, which has previously called for 
global taxes and a world currency, has no intention of giving up. 

From the start, the report makes clear that global, centralized 
Big Government under any pretext is the goal. UNCTAD, per- 
haps most infamous for its decades-old push to build what it calls 
a “New International Economic Order,” goes on to blast so-called 
market liberalism, more commonly known in the United States as 
free markets. “Almost everywhere in recent years, the spread of 
market liberalism has coincided with highly unequal patterns of 
income and wealth distribution,” the report continues, claiming 
that governments and international outfits cannot keep ceding 
more “space” to market forces. “As the international community 
frames an ambitious development agenda beyond 2015, the mo- 
ment is right to propose another international ‘New Deal’ that can 
realize the promise of ‘prosperity for all.’” 

Of course, what the world needs to create prosperity for all 
is not a new New Deal, UN reports, Big Government, global 
regulation, wealth redistribution, or further attacks on liberty. If 
prosperity were truly the goal, the UN agency would be prescrib- 
ing free markets, small government, and competition between 
jurisdictions to stimulate good governance. If Americans hope to 
remain prosperous and free, ditching what remains of the domes- 
tic New Deal, along with the UN and virtually all of its fellow 
globalist outfits, would be a great recipe for success. 


Will “Boys and Girls” Be Prohibited in Nebraska Schools? 


Newly uncovered middle-school training documents in Lincoln, 
Nebraska, counsel teachers to avoid “gendered expressions” as 
part of an effort to alter the traditional understanding that man- 
kind is divided into two sexes. The materials, revealed October 
2 by Nebraska Watchdog, advise teachers not to call “students 
‘boys and girls’ or ‘ladies and gentlemen,’ but to instead use more 
generic expressions like campers, readers, athletes or even purple 
penguins to be more ‘gender inclusive,’” reports the organization 
at its website. The documents also instruct teachers to: 


1. Avoid asking kids to line up as boys or girls or separating 
them by gender. Instead, use things like “odd and even birth 
date,” or “Which would you choose: skateboards or bikes/ 
milk or juice/dogs or cats/summer or winter/talking or lis- 
tening.” Invite students to come up with choices themselves. 

... 3. Provide an opportunity for every student to identify 
a preferred name or pronoun.... Invite students and parents 
to let you know if they have a preferred name and/or pro- 
noun by which they wish to be referred. 

... 6. Point out and inquire when you hear others referenc- 
ing gender in a binary mannert.... Provide counter-narratives 
that challenge students to think more expansively about their 
notions of gender. 

... 8. Be intolerant of openly hostile attitudes or referenc- 
es towards others EVERY TIME you hear or observe them. 


The documents have been handed out in only a limited number of 
schools so far, but apparently are intended for wider distribution, 
with Lincoln schools superintendent Steve Joel saying October 1 
on a local radio show, “The expectation is that we’re going to do 
it [move forward with the program].” 

To paraphrase a quote from G.K. Chesterton, there are only 
two types of people in the world: those who make judgments and 
know it, and those who make judgments and don’t know it. And 
the question a civilization always needs to ask is: Are we making 
the right ones? 


INSIDE TRACK 


On Economic Freedom, America Still Lagging Behind 


Much of the world continues to gain greater levels of economic 
freedom, according to the 2014 report by the Canada-based Fra- 
ser Institute ranking more than 150 countries on everything from 
personal choice to security of private property. Research and 
studies show the trend should bring more prosperity, longer life 
spans, and more political freedom. But the news is less rosy for 
the United States — once the most economically free nation on 
the planet — as the policies of successive congresses and presi- 
dential administrations caused a steep decline in the U.S. position 
on the important index in recent years. 

With America now tied with the United Kingdom for 12th 
place worldwide, it is up slightly from 2012, when the United 


States plunged to its lowest-ever 1 8th-place ranking after unprec- 
edented government spending and borrowing, bailouts of crony 
capitalists and mega-banks, and other fiascos. By 2013, America 
ranked 17th. However, despite the slight improvement, the Unit- 
ed States still lags behind countries such as Canada, Switzerland, 
New Zealand, and others when it comes to economic freedom. 

“The United States has suffered from a weakened rule of law, 
the ramifications of wars on terrorism and drugs, and a confused 
regulatory environment,” explained Michael Walker, a senior 
fellow at the Fraser Institute and co-founder of the Economic 
Freedom of the World project. “Consequently, it’s dropped from 
second place in the world rankings in 2000 to 12th place this 
year, five spots behind Canada.” 

The rankings come from collecting data in a wide array of 
fields. Among them: size of government, property rights, sound 
money, freedom to trade internationally, and government regu- 
lation. Smaller governments with lower levels of spending and 
taxes, of course, are generally more conducive to economic free- 
dom. 

In the United States, unfortunately, the trend has been gener- 
ally downward. If Americans hope to remain prosperous, restor- 
ing economic freedom is essential. And if the federal government 
would simply obey the U.S. Constitution as written, America 
could easily regain its spot at the top of the world. 


Antarctic Sea Ice at Record High; Scientists Perplexed 


Areport posted by the National Snow & Ice Data Center (NSIDC) 
on October 7 stated, “Sea ice in Antarctica has remained at satel- 
lite-era record high daily levels for most of 2014.” As to what this 
means, Ted Scambos, lead scientist at the NSIDC stated, “What 
we’re learning is, we have more to learn.” 

An October 9 article in the U.K.-based The Register about 
these latest findings noted that the increase in Antarctic sea ice 
has created confusion in the minds of many scientists, who find 
it difficult to reconcile with their preconceived views on “global 
warming.” The article stated: 


Climate scientists have been puzzled by the behaviour of the 
southern ice for many years now. The most commonly used 
models say that its steady growth should not be happening 
in a warming world (though the warming of the world is 
also in doubt, as air temperatures have been steady for the 
last fifteen years or more — and it turns out that deep ocean 
temperatures are not increasing either, leaving the “mystery” 
of the apparent end of global warming “unsolved”’). 


An October 6 post on NASA’s website, “NASA Study Finds 
Earth’s Ocean Abyss Has Not Warmed,” reported: “The cold 
waters of Earth’s deep ocean have not warmed measurably since 
2005, according to a new NASA study, leaving unsolved the 
mystery of why global warming appears to have slowed in re- 
cent years.” 


An AOL.com report for October 8 was headlined: “Antarctic 
sea ice hits an all-time high, NASA blames global warming.” 
The article quoted Claire Parkinson, a senior scientist at NASA’s 
Goddard Space Flight Center, who said, “There hasn’t been one 
explanation yet that I’d say has become a consensus.... So it’s 
natural for scientists to ask, ‘OK, this isn’t what we expected, 
now how can we explain it?’ ” 

The obvious problem is that the scientists being quoted by 
NASA and much of the media have had unreasonable expecta- 
tions. Starting with a preconceived premise that global warming 
is a reality, they have ruled out conclusions that do not fit their 


premise. 
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Angry Congressman Summarizes the 
Deficient Performance of the Secret Service 

“T wish to God you protected the White House like you are protecting your 
reputation here today.” 

During a formal hearing, Congressman Stephen Lynch (D-Mass.) scorched 
then-Secret Service Director Julie Pierson. She resigned one day later. 

x s : Stephen 
Chinese Buy New York’s Waldorf-Astoria Hotel j Lynch 
“Chinese investors have been on a buying binge.” 
Noted Manhattan real estate appraiser and consultant Jonathan J. Miller of the Miller Samuel firm 
commented on the $2 billion purchase of the famed hotel by the Anbang Insurance group of China. 


AP Images 


American Volunteering for ISIS Explains His Reason 

“Western societies are getting more immoral day by day. I do not want my kids being exposed to 
filth like this.” 

Apprehended at Chicago s O’Hare Airport, Mohammed Hamzah Khan had written a letter to his parents 
urging them to follow him to Syria, where he intended to join the caliphate. In his letter, he also explained 
that he did not want to be taxed in America because the funds would be 
used to kill fellow Muslims. 


Democrats, Not Republicans, 

Are the Largest Political Campaign Spenders 

“The Center for Public Integrity looked at campaigns in 38 states in 2012. 
[They found] Democratic-leaning groups outspent Republicans by more 
than $8 million.” 

Writing in the New York Times, columnist David Brooks showed that the 
widely touted perception that the GOP is the greatest captive of big money 
isn t supported by the evidence. 


Muslim Leader in France Protests Claims of ISIS 

“This is not a state; this is a terrorist organization. I call them terrorists because that’s what they are. 
One has to call a dog a dog. One can’t play with words.” 

Fearing that the use of the term “Islamic State” by ISIS would reflect negatively on all Muslims, vice 
president of the French Council of the Muslim faith Ahmet Ogras organized a rally in Paris to protest 
the brutality of the warriors who are ravaging portions of Syria and Iraq. 


Cubans Fleeing to America Growing Numerically 

“Things that were bad in Cuba are now worse. If there was more money in Cuba to pay for the trips, 
everyone would go.” 

Having already tried on eight occasions to flee to the United States, 24-year-old Leonardo Heredia 
finally reached Florida on his ninth attempt. The number of Cubans arriving in Florida last year in 
rickety boats surpassed the previous high set in 1994. 


Climatologist Debunks Global-warming Claims 
“October Ist will mark the 18th year of no significant warming trend in surface average temperature.” 
After three decades of teaching environmental science and now the director 
of the Cato Institutes Center for the Study of Science, Dr. Patrick Michaels 
says that even Al Gore and his numerous academic friends will have to admit 
that their climate models predicting dramatic warming have been wrong. 


Alaska’s Oil Boom Eclipsed by Newer Discoveries Elsewhere 
“There’s a lot of uncertainty out there. You can feel it in the community 
and see it in the for-sale signs on the houses.” 
In 2012, North Dakota 5 oil production surpassed Alaska’s and has led to 
Alaska experiencing a downturn in jobs and economic activity, according 
to Jim Sampson, a former Alaskan borough mayor and labor leader. @ Jim 

— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS ; Sampson 
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Who Will 


CONTROL 


nternet? 


Against the will of the U.S. Congress, the Obama administration is making plans to 
transfer control of the Internet to globalists, who will likely assert an authoritarian hand. 


by William F. Jasper 


this year, huge demonstrations broke 
out in Hong Kong. The protesters 
were outraged by the decision of Commu- 
nist Party leaders on the mainland to stack 


I n late September and early October of 


10 


the deck for elections to Hong Kong’s 
chief executive post with pro-Beijing 
lackeys. Day after day, as the “umbrella 
revolution” in Hong Kong swelled from 
thousands to hundreds of thousands, Chi- 
na’s infamous “Great Firewall” effectively 
prevented most Chinese from even learn- 


ing about the Hong Kong protests. China’s 
army of Internet censors, ably assisted 
by software and hardware from Western 
companies, worked furiously to block and 
scrub stories, images, and comments about 
the demonstrations from news sites, blogs, 
social media, and search engines. 
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AP Images 


Reality vs. propaganda: Weeks of protests in Hong Kong (left) 


} ma 


during September and October 2014 were censored from Internet sites and 


social media in Communist China; instead of discontent, the Beijing regime saturated the Internet with images, stories, and interviews of 
National Day and support for the Communist Party. 


Beginning on October 1, the propa- 
ganda organs of the People’s Republic 
began flooding China’s media — includ- 
ing the regime’s controlled Internet sites 
and social media — with stories extol- 
ling patriotism and images of parades and 
other events celebrating National Day, the 
PRC’s great communist holiday. When 
coverage of Hong Kong finally did ap- 
pear on mainland television and Internet, it 
was to falsely present the largely peaceful 
demonstrations as violent and lawless. The 
man-on-the-street interviews presented by 
the Party-controlled media, not surprising- 
ly, presented comments that universally 
condemned the Hong Kong protests and 
unanimously supported the “democracy” 
willed by the party leaders. 

But the rigid control exercised by Com- 
munist China over the Internet does not 
merely encompass censorship of truths 
that the regime finds inconvenient. It also 
entails tracking down those who dare to 
dissent from the party line in cyberspace. 

“A friend of mine recently tried to ac- 
cess some politically sensitive websites 
while at an Internet café in a remote, small 
city in Xinjiang Province,” recounted 
human rights activist Harry Wu, in Con- 
gressional testimony in 2006. “The police 
quickly showed up to arrest him.” They 
had been able to track down his friend 
thanks to the “Golden Shield” program, an 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


integral part of China’s Great Firewall for 
Orwellian control of the Internet. Wu, who 
spent 19 years in China’s labor camps, ex- 
plained that Golden Shield has been built 
with indispensable assistance from U.S.- 
based companies. “The project will help 
prolong Communist rule by denying Chi- 
na’s people the right to information,” Wu 
testified. “In order to develop the ‘Golden 
Shield,’ China has utilized the technolo- 
gies of a number of foreign companies, 
such as Intel, Yahoo, Nortel, Cisco Sys- 
tems, Motorola, and Sun Microsystems. 
The ‘Golden Shield Project’ would not 
have been possible without the technolo- 
gy and equipment from these companies.” 
Communist China may be infamous for 
its Golden Shield and its Great Firewall, 
but it is far from alone in using draconian 
police powers to troll, patrol, and censor 
the Internet. The member states of the 
United Nations comprise a den of thugs 
and thieves with atrocious human rights 
records. Even the governments we are ac- 


customed to deeming more “enlightened” 
— such as those of the United States and 
Western Europe — have been revealed, by 
recent leaks and admissions, to be more 
than willing to trample the rights of neti- 
zens. The National Security Agency, De- 
partment of Homeland Defense, FBI, IRS, 
and other agencies have shown that they 
have already opened the door for tyranni- 
cal abuse of their awesome capabilities to 
monitor virtually every word and action 
of every American — not to mention the 
billions of other human inhabitants of our 
planet. 

Who will control the Internet — and all 
of our personal and business data, com- 
munications, and activities that stream 
through it? The United Nations? The U.S. 
government? Multinational corporations? 
A hybrid consortium of governments, non- 
governmental organizations, UN agencies, 
and corporations? 

Those were the important questions 
under discussion and negotiation at the 


As the “umbrella revolution” in Hong Kong swelled 
from thousands to hundreds of thousands, China’s 
infamous “Great Firewall” effectively prevented 
most Chinese from even learning about the Hong 


Kong protests. 
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Nebulous governance: Executives for the Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and 
Numbers, (ICANN), address a London conference on the Internet in 2012. The still-evolving 
ICANN governance structure is tilted toward the UN’s Orwellian globalist vision. 


recently concluded Ninth Annual Meeting 
of the Internet Governance Forum (IGF), 
which took place September 1-5 in Istan- 
bul, Turkey. Considering the magnitude 
of the issues involved — privacy, surveil- 
lance, cybercrime, national security, in- 
tellectual property rights, not to mention 
trillions of dollars in commerce — the UN- 
sponsored IGF summit received remark- 
ably little coverage from the mainstream 
media. A Plenipotentiary Conference of 
the UN’s International Telecommunica- 
tion Union (ITU) is taking place in Busan, 
South Korea, during the last week of Octo- 
ber and the first week of November. 

It was the ITU’s World Conference on 
International Telecommunications 2012 
(WCIT-12) in Dubai that touched off a 
worldwide reaction against the UN grab 
for control over the Internet. 

China, Russia, Cuba, Iran, and other 
repressive regimes that already drasti- 
cally censor and restrict Internet usage, 
while at the same time using cyberpolice 
to track and arrest dissidents, have been 
demanding that control over the Internet 
be “internationalized” under some sort of 
multilateral UN apparatus that would give 
governments Beijing-style controls glob- 
ally. When the secret text of the ITU’s 
proposed Dubai “reforms” leaked out in 
2012, it was clear that it reflected these 
statist influences. 
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On September 22, 2012, the U.S. Sen- 
ate, in a rare show of unity, by unanimous 
consent passed a resolution introduced by 
Senators Claire McCaskill (D-Mo.) and 
Marco Rubio (R-Fla.) calling on the U.S. 
government to oppose United Nations 
control of the Internet. The U.S. House of 
Representatives, likewise, approved the 
same resolution by a 397-0 vote. 

Other “stakeholders” — NGOs, corpo- 
rations, think tanks, and Western govern- 
ments — have been pushing for a “mul- 
tistakeholder” mixed form of “global 
governance” for the Internet that appears, 
on the surface at least, to be a better alter- 
native. But as is so often the case, surface 
appearances can be misleading. 

Nevertheless, the Obama administra- 
tion has already begun transferring stew- 
ardship of the Internet to a nebulous and 
evolving multistakeholder system that 
may prove little different from the UN’s 
multilateral model. Despite repeated 
pledges by President Obama, Secretary of 
State John Kerry, and other administration 
spokesmen of commitment to openness, 
transparency, privacy rights, and freedom 
of expression on the Internet, the reality is 
that the administration is moving toward 
more censorship, surveillance, and repres- 
sion on the Internet. 

On March 14, the Obama administra- 
tion announced that in October 2015 the 


United States will relinquish all remain- 
ing control over the “root” of the Internet 
to an obscure, non-profit organization. 
That group, the Internet Corporation for 
Assigned Names and Numbers (ICANN), 
promises to create a new structure that 
will keep the Internet private, safe, and 
robust. From the start of the Internet in 
the early 1990s, a computer genius named 
Jon Postel managed the Internet from his 
office at the Information Sciences Insti- 
tute at the University of Southern Cali- 
fornia, under the name Internet Assigned 
Names Authority (IANA). When Postel 
died suddenly in 1998 at age 55, his re- 
sponsibilities were transferred to ICANN 
under the control of the Department of 
Commerce (DoC). But the contract under 
which ICANN has been operating ends 
in September 2015, after which ICANN 
will operate on its own. According to 
Larry Strickling, the head of the Nation- 
al Telecommunications and Information 
Administration (NTIA) inside the DoC, 
the new ICANN management will not 
lead to control by the UN or any other 
international government agency. “I want 
to make clear,” said Strickling, “that we 
will not accept a proposal that replaces 
the NTIA role with a government-led or 
an intergovernmental solution.” 
However, these and other assuranc- 
es notwithstanding, there is more than 
ample cause for the freedom-minded to 
be concerned about the administration’s 
Internet policy. On October 1, 2011, Pres- 
ident Obama signed the global Internet 
treaty known as the Anti-Counterfeiting 
Trade Agreement (ACTA), which, among 
other things, sets up international govern- 
ing and adjudicating bodies and would 
allow foreign companies to demand that 
ISPs (Internet Service Providers) remove 
web content in the United States without 
any legal oversight. Typical of his modus 
operandi, President Obama has attempted 
to implement this treaty as an executive 
agreement, in clear violation of our Con- 
stitution’s requirement of congressio- 
nal approval. In addition to ACTA, the 
Obama White House has also been simul- 
taneously championing the Stop Online 
Piracy Act (SOPA) in the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Protect Intellectual 
Property Act (PIPA) in the Senate, both 
of which contain dangerous ACTA-style 
censorship and control provisions. Then, 
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of course, there is Presidential Policy Di- 
rective 20 (PPD 20), which was secretly 
implemented by President Obama in Oc- 
tober 2012, ostensibly as a security direc- 
tive against cyberattacks. The American 
people didn’t find out about it until June 
2013, when PPD 20 was leaked by Ed- 
ward Snowden. 

But the threat to freedom in cyberspace 
does not emanate only from the Obama 
White House and the United Nations. As 
with virtually every other effort to expand 
“global governance” over some vital as- 
pect of our lives — energy, air, fresh water, 
oceans, forests, firearms, education, medi- 
cine — there is the usual convergence of 
socialist, communist, and authoritarian 
regimes with globalist think tanks, mul- 
tinational corporations, and tax-exempt 
foundations, all aiming to centralize con- 
trol over the Internet. Specifically, leading 
the charge in this push for control are the 
Royal Institute for International Affairs 
(RITA), also known as Chatham House, 
the Council on Foreign Relations (CFR), 
also known as Pratt House, the World Eco- 
nomic Forum (WEF), the Trilateral Com- 
mission, and the Ford, Rockefeller, and 
Soros Foundations. 

In an essay entitled “The Strategic 
Significance of the Internet Commons,” 
former Secretary of Homeland Security 
Michael Chertoff describes cyberspace 
and the Internet as a “global com- 
mons” that must come under “global 
governance.” The article by Chertoff 
(a Trilateral Commission member) was 
published in the Summer 2014 issue of 
Strategic Studies Quarterly, a journal 
published by the Air Force Research In- 
stitute. In it, Chertoff writes: 


Cyberspace, much like the high 
seas, air, outer space, and Antarc- 
tica should be viewed as the new- 
est global commons.... Cyberspace 
is a strategic resource that is essen- 
tial to today’s global economy yet 
poses unprecedented risk and vul- 
nerability. Like the development of 
global governance for the high seas 
and outer space, cyberspace needs 
global governance that preserves 
its freedom and openness while 
strengthening its security to protect 
the shared economic and utility 
value of all nations. 
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China’s army of Internet censors, ably assisted by 
software and hardware from Western Companies, 
worked furiously to block and scrub stories, images, 
and comments about the demonstrations from news 
sites, blogs, social media, and search engines. 


Chertoff & Chatham 

Former DHS Secretary Chertoff (who now 
heads the high-powered Chertoff Group 
consultancy) is especially fond of the Unit- 
ed Nations Law of the Sea Treaty (LOST), 
citing it several times as the model for 
dealing with the cyberspace global com- 
mons. This is revealing, inasmuch as 
LOST has been a cauldron of controversy 
for decades, since it would: a) challenge 
the sovereignty of our inland and coastal 
waters; b) give the UN pretended legal au- 
thority over “all ocean space”; c) give the 
UN a huge constant revenue stream from 
seabed mineral rights and sea lane taxes; 
d) subject our naval operations to UN in- 
terference; and much more. 

Chertoff seems to speak with author- 
ity on this subject by virtue of the fact 
that he sits on the impressive-sounding 
Global Commission on Internet Gover- 
nance. Sounds very official and impor- 
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tant, right? So it might be fair to ask who 

commissioned this commission. 
According to a press release from Cha- 

tham House on January 22 of this year: 


Carl Bildt, Sweden’s Minister of For- 
eign Affairs, will chair a new Global 
Commission on Internet Governance, 
launched by The Centre for Interna- 
tional Governance Innovation (CIGI) 
and the Royal Institute of Interna- 
tional Affairs (Chatham House). 


The Royal Institute of International Af- 
fairs is the British cabal of globalists who 
serve as the de facto governing class of 
the U.K., in much the same manner that its 
New York-based sister house, the Council 
on Foreign Relations, operates here in the 
United States. 

Bildt serves on the International Advi- 
sory Board of the CFR. Another CFR lu- 


UN’s cyber-Big Brother: UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-Moon (left) shakes hands with newly 
appointed UN Under-Secretary-General for Economic and Social Affairs Wu Hongbo of 
Communist China in 2012. Wu, who represents the regime most infamous for repressing Internet 
freedom, presided over the UN’s NETmundial and Internet Governance Forum. 
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Who will control the Internet — and all of our 
personal and business data, communications, and 
activities that stream through it? The United Nations? 
The U.S. government? Multinational corporations? 


minary serving on the new Global Com- 
mission on Internet Governance is Nobel 
Prize-winning economist Michael Spence, 
author of The Next Convergence. And an- 
other is Joseph Nye, professor and former 
dean of the John F. Kennedy School of 
Government at Harvard University, former 
chair of the National Intelligence Coun- 
cil, current executive director at the CFR, 
and current North American chairman of 
the Trilateral Commission. As we’ve al- 
ready noted, Chertoff is also a member 
of the Trilateral Commission, a very rari- 
fied group of one-worlders organized by 
David Rockefeller (former chairman of 
the board and current honorary chairman 
of the CFR, as well as founder and current 
honorary chairman of the Trilateral Com- 
mission). The CFR, RHA, and Trilateral 
Commission form the top tier of globalist 
think tanks promoting world government. 
Notable allied outfits in this effort include 
the Brookings Institution, Aspen Institute, 
Peterson Institute, Club of Rome, Club 
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of Madrid, Rand Corporation (of which 
Bildt is also a trustee), and a host of the 
big foundations, such as Ford, Rockefell- 
er, Carnegie, Gates, Soros, Hewlett, et al. 

Not surprisingly, Chertoff’s views con- 
cerning Internet governance fit nicely 
with his un-American views of “home- 
land security.” In 2012, he co-chaired 
the Aspen Institute’s Homeland Security 
Group, which produced a report entitled 
“Homeland Security and Intelligence: 
Next Steps in Evolving the Mission.” As 
to be expected, the Chertoff-led Aspen 
report advocated for evolution in the di- 
rection of centralized, nationalized con- 
trol of police functions. That is always a 
given, for in the CFR-RIIA worldview, 
power — political and economic — must 
always “evolve” (with plenty of help- 
ful pushes, shoves, and brow beatings 
by the CFR thought cartel) toward more 
concentrated and centralized power, first 
by breaking down checks and balances 
and transferring authority from the local 
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Cyberelite: Fadi Chehade, president and CEO of ICANN, promotes the NETmundial Initiative at 
the World Economic Forum headquarters in Geneva, Switzerland, in August 2013. 
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to the national level, and then from the 
national to the regional and global levels. 

Chertoff is getting an assist in this ef- 
fort from former CIA Director General 
Michael Hayden, a CFR member, who is 
a principal of the Chertoff Group. General 
Hayden served as a member of the CFR’s 
Advisory Committee that helped produce 
the Council Special Report No. 56 entitled 
“Internet Governance in an Age of Cyber 
Insecurity.” The report was a project of 
the CFR’s International Institutions and 
Global Governance program, an ongoing 
project that is ever pushing for more cen- 
tralized, concentrated global government. 


Globalists, Socialists Unite 

Among the many other key CFR hands in 
the Internet governance game are Senator 
John D. “Jay” Rockefeller and technolo- 
gy/investment guru Esther Dyson. Rock- 
efeller is enthusiastic over the internation- 
alizing of the Internet, stating, 


Since 1998 the U.S. has been com- 
mitted to transitioning management 
of the Internet’s domain name system 
to an independent entity that reflects 
the broad diversity of the global In- 
ternet community. This is the next 
phase in this transition. 


Esther Dyson served, along with General 
Hayden, on the Advisory Committee that 
produced the above-mentioned CFR re- 
port. But Dyson’s role goes much deeper 
— she was the founding chairwoman of 
ICANN when it was established in 1998 
to take over the Internet domain roots. And 
although she often is described as “an en- 
trepreneur and philanthropist,” like many 
of her fellow global corporatist elites, she 
has an affinity for authoritarian (and total- 
itarian) regimes. Dyson, for instance, is a 
major investor in Russian tech companies 
and a big promoter of Skolkovo, Russia’s 
effort to build a competitor to America’s 
Silicon Valley. 

We reported on Dyson’s infatuation 
with then-Russian President Dmitry Med- 
vedev, Vladimir Putin’s sock puppet, in an 
August 5, 2010 article entitled “‘Breath- 
ing Pixie Dust’ Investing in Russia”: 


“Maybe I’m breathing the same pixie 


dust, but there’s real momentum for 
this,” says Esther Dyson, in a June 25 
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hackers operating out of the People’s Liberation Army’s notorious Unit 61398, for espionage 
against American nuclear, metals, and technology companies. 


online article for Foreign Policy mag- 
azine reporting on Russian President 
Dmitry Medvedev’s visit to Califor- 
nia’s Silicon Valley. Dyson, a globally 
celebrated technology guru, is a major 
promoter of Skolkovo, the ambitious 
project near Moscow that Kremlin 
leaders intend to make into a high- 
tech research and production center. 
A one-time member of the 
Skolkovo advisory board, Dyson is 
the founder of EDventure holdings, 
which has invested heavily in Rus- 
sian start-up companies. She sits 
on the advisory board of AmBAR, 
the American Business Association 
of Russian-speaking Professionals, 
which organized a major summit of 
American venture capital investors 
in Russia this past May. Dyson and 
AmBAR also were involved in fa- 
cilitating Medvedev’s tech-shopping 
trip to the United States in June. 


We also noted in the same article that 
Dyson had been appointed to the Presi- 
dential IT Advisory Council of Bulgaria, 
by Bulgarian President Georgi Parvanov, 
who, like Putin and so many “former” 
communists now in power in central and 
eastern Europe, is a veteran “Chekist,” a 
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member of the secret police. But CFR/ 
RHA globalists such as Bildt, Dyson, 
Hayden, Rockefeller, et al., have never 
had a problem consorting with tyrants. 

It is worth noting that the venue cho- 
sen by the RIIA for its press release an- 
nouncing the launch of the Global Com- 
mission on Internet Governance was the 
2014 World Economic Forum (WEF) in 
Davos, Switzerland. WEF/Davos is that 
annual glamorous soirée of globalist bil- 
lionaires, bankers, butchers, dictators, 
politicians, and academics where the 
CFR-RIIA elites of the capitalist world 
hobnob and network with their com- 
munist and socialist counterparts. Thus 
the subsequent explosion of activity and 
propaganda in favor of “global gover- 
nance” for the Internet. 

The timing of the RIA announcement 
at the WEF was not accidental. The orga- 
nized one-worlders targeted 2014 as the 
critical year to advance their agenda to 
seize the Internet with the NETmundial 
conference in Brazil in March, the IGF 
summit in Istanbul in September, and the 
ITU conference in South Korea in Octo- 
ber-November. 

At the Istanbul summit, the WEF pro- 
posed that its elite “grass tops” member- 
ship is the perfect partner for the “grass- 
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roots” activist organizations supporting 
an open, transparent, freedom-promoting 
Internet. It is noteworthy that “grass tops” 
is a term the WEF has adopted to describe 
the cozy relationship that its uber-rich 
elites enjoy with the street activists. 

Alan Marcus, head of IT and telecom- 
munications industries at the World Eco- 
nomic Forum, told IGF participants that 
the WEF-ICANN NETmundial initia- 
tive is intended to “bring our ‘grass tops’ 
community to the issues of internet gov- 
ernance,” and “bring their resources and 
identifying solutions and convening coali- 
tions around those solutions to move some 
of our collective challenges forward.” 

Of course, many of the so-called grass- 
roots groups attending the IGF summit are 
actually “AstroTurf’ organizations that 
already are financial beneficiaries of the 
WEF “resources” to which Marcus made 
reference. The WEF is based in Geneva, 
Switzerland, which makes for easy col- 
laboration between its grasstops members 
and the multitude of UN agencies head- 
quartered in that city, including the Inter- 
national Telecommunications Union. 

The September IGF confab in Istan- 
bul was noteworthy on several other ac- 
counts, not the least of which is the irony 
(or mockery) in selecting Turkey for the 
venue. After all, the government of Presi- 
dent Recep Tayyip Erdogan, embroiled in 
one scandal after another, has resorted to 
extreme repressive measures to prevent 
exposure of its corruption via the Inter- 
net and social media. Turkey’s notorious 
Law No. 5651 on the Struggle Against 
the Crimes Committed on the Internet has 
been used to block YouTube, Vimeo, Twit- 
ter, Blogger, and, reportedly, thousands of 
other websites. According to the liberal- 
left Freedom House, the government of 
Turkey also is “the world’s leading jailer 
of journalists.” 

But the despot pedigree of the IGF 
conference didn’t begin and end merely 
with the host country. Befitting an event 
sponsored by the UN, the Istanbul Inter- 
net Governance Forum was presided over 
by Wu Hongbo, under-secretary-general 
of the UN’s Department of Economic and 
Social Affairs. Comrade Hongbo, besides 
representing the UN, ultimately answers 
to his real bosses in Beijing, the leaders of 
the Communist Party of China. The com- 
munist Beijing regime, of course, is no- 
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Very clearly, many of the top globalists in our 
government, the corporate world, and the think 
tank/foundation world are, for the most part (if not 
entirely), comfortable with the authoritarian/totalitarian 
regimes that use the Internet to enforce Orwellian 


conformity and tyranny. 


torious for brutal repression of all human 
rights, including rigid censorship and ag- 
gressive policing of the Internet. Under- 
Secretary-General Hongbo issued the 
UN’s official invitation for the IGF confab 
“on behalf of the Secretary-General of the 
United Nations,” Ban Ki-moon. 

Comrade Hongbo had plenty of help 
at the IGF from fellow Communist Party 
members, who attended as “official par- 
ticipants,” as well as members of the 
IGF’s Multistakeholder Advisory Group 
(MAG). China’s representation includes 
Professor Liang Guo of the Chinese 
Academy of Social Sciences; Lee Xia- 
odong, CEO of CNNIC (China Internet 
Network Information Center, an agency 
of China’s Ministry of Information); and 
Chen Hongbing, China’s permanent rep- 
resentative to the UN office in Geneva. 
These are the folks that have helped build 
and maintain China’s shameful “Great 
Firewall” that the communist regime 
uses to spy on, censor, restrict, and police 
Internet usage. 

In addition, there is the High-Level 
Panel on Global Internet Cooperation and 
Governance Mechanisms, which has had 
a huge hand in forming the agenda for the 
IGF. Among its members is Liu Qingfeng, 
director of the National Speech & Lan- 
guage Engineering Laboratory of China. 

Vladimir Putin and the Kremlin had 
their representatives at the IGF/Istanbul 
as well. One of them was Robert Alek- 
sandrovich Schlegel, a member of Rus- 
sia’s State Duma, where he is deputy 
chairperson of the Committee on Physi- 
cal Culture, Sports and Youth Affairs. 
Schlegel is also a spokesman for the Rus- 
sian Internet Governance Forum, where 
his official bio unabashedly admits (or 
perhaps boasts) that he was press direc- 
tor of the “Nashi” movement, Putin’s 
version of the Hitler Youth. 

So, American taxpayers should be 
happy to know that Secretary of State 
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John Kerry (CFR) was so impressed with 
the potential of this conference that he al- 
located $350,000 to the IGF to boost their 
“reform” effort. 

“As part of the United States efforts 
to ensure a continued open, interoper- 
able, and secure Internet through global, 
multistakeholder participation, the State 
Department’s Bureau of International Or- 
ganization Affairs is providing $350,000 
as a one-time contribution for the Internet 
Governance Forum (IGF) from its 2012 
International Organizations and Programs 
(IO&P) budget,” the Department said in a 
press release. 

Lest one may think that the Istanbul IGF 
conference was a one-off, unique affair, as 
far as providing a venue that is unfriendly 
to freedom is concerned, consider the 2012 
IGF in Baku, Azerbaijan, hosted by the 
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ultra-repressive regime of Ilham Aliyev. 
Aliyev inherited his position as “president” 
from his father, Heydar Aliyev, the KGB 
chief and Communist Party dictator of 
Azerbaijan under the old Soviet Union. 


Socialist International 

Unfortunately, Schlegel, Hongbo, Xia- 
odong, and others of similar ilk are not 
rare outliers; they are representative of 
the prevailing makeup of the UN, the IGF, 
and the Internet governance “reform” ef- 
fort. One of the most ominous signals that 
this UN-led effort is fatally tilted against 
freedom is the dominance of the process 
by leaders of the Socialist International, 
which traces its lineage to the First Inter- 
national founded by Karl Marx. 

The Socialist International (SI) is a 
massive, globe-straddling organization 
of 168 political parties and organiza- 
tions from all continents, including 60 
member parties that currently are run- 
ning national governments. Its members 
are completely at home inside the United 
Nations and are comfortable collaborat- 
ing with representatives of communist 
regimes. In fact, many Communist Par- 
ties of the former Soviet bloc have sim- 
ply renamed themselves (as socialists or 
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Cyberpolice: Chinese police check ID cards of young netizens at an Internet café in Shandong 
Province. China’s cyberpolice also censor, track, and monitor online traffic and employ an army of 
trolls to create fake content and generate regime support. 
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democrats) and are now member parties 
of the SI. Speakers at Socialist Inter- 
national confabs address each other as 
“comrade,” and the SI still maintains the 
old Soviet organizational structure, gov- 
erned at the top by a “Presidium.” 

Prominent SI members have dominat- 
ed many of the UN’s agencies, depart- 
ments, commissions, and conferences 
for decades. Currently, former Swedish 
Foreign Minister Jan Eliasson serves as 
deputy secretary-general at the UN, sec- 
ond only to Ban Ki-moon in the organi- 
zation’s hierarchy. Eliasson is a member 
of the Swedish Social Democratic Party, 
which is a member party of the Party of 
European Socialists (PES) and the So- 
cialist International. 

Estonian President Toomas Ilves 
serves as chairman of the aforementioned 
High-Level Panel on Global Internet Co- 
operation and Governance Mechanisms. 
His Estonian Social Democratic Party is 
a member party of SI, and when IIves 
served as a member of the European Par- 
liament, he sat with the Party of Euro- 
pean Socialists group. Also on the Panel 
is Thorbjorn Jagland, former Norwegian 
prime minister and leader of the Norwe- 
gian Labour Party, an SI member party. 

The most significant person in the SI 
orbit regarding “global governance” of 
the Internet may be High-Level Panel 
member Nitin Desai. A former UN un- 
der-secretary-general and former secre- 
tary-general of the UN’s World Summit 
for Sustainable Development, Desai has 
been in the forefront of the globalist ef- 
fort to place the Internet under “interna- 
tional” control. Desai, who was appoint- 
ed in 2004 by the UN secretary-general 
to chair the Working Group on Internet 
Governance (WGIG), has been an active 
participant in many SI activities. Dur- 
ing the 2012 Riot+20 Earth Summit on 
sustainable development, Desai penned 
an op-ed attacking the United States for 
failing to jump on board the UN’s glob- 
al-warming bandwagon. “The American 
way of life — and, for that matter, the 
way of life everywhere — has to be up 
for negotiation,” opined Desai. “This is 
because climate change is the mother of 


What’s her interest in the Internet? President Dilma Rousseff, of Brazil, addresses the UN 
General Assembly on September 24, 2014. Rousseff, a committed Marxist and “former” terrorist, 
hosted the 2014 NETmundial summit to advance UN control of the Internet. 


mer Irish President Mary Robinson and 
former prime minister of Norway Gro 
Harlem Brundtland. Robinson, who was 
previously appointed UN high commis- 
sioner for human rights (1997-2002), 
now serves as UN special envoy for cli- 
mate change. Brundtland, a former SI 
vice president and former director gener- 
al of the UN World Health Organization, 
now, along with Robinson, also draws a 
lucrative salary as UN special envoy for 
climate change. 

The Socialist International’s many 
hands are especially evident in the hijack- 
ing of Internet “reform” in the service of 
“sustainable development,” that favorite 
all-purpose term the United Nations finds 
ever useful in its efforts to usurp new pow- 
ers. In 2003, the UN’s World Summit on 
the Information Society declared its chal- 
lenge “to harness the potential of informa- 
tion and communication technology (ICT) 
to promote the development goals of the 
Millennium Declaration.” Those Millen- 
nium Development Goals have been the 
centerpiece of the UN’s 
plan for global wealth 
redistribution for the 
past decade-and-a-half. 
Naturally, the high- 


and Europe to foot the bill for this trickle- 
down program, which, incidentally, will 
never result in any appreciable level of aid 
actually trickling down to those genuinely 
in need. 

Despite the continuing rhetoric from 
the Obama administration and many of 
the leading advocates of the new “mul- 
tistakeholder governance” system, the 
entire future of the Internet has been put 
in jeopardy. Very clearly, many of the top 
globalists in our government, the corpo- 
rate world, and the think tank/foundation 
world are, for the most part (if not en- 
tirely), comfortable with the authoritar- 
ian/totalitarian regimes that use the Inter- 
net to enforce Orwellian conformity and 
tyranny. That means that actions taken 
by netizens to influence Congress in the 
next weeks and months may well deter- 
mine whether cyberspace will continue 
to offer a window of freedom for com- 
munication and expression, or whether it 
will become the new tax and surveillance 
arm of Global Big Brother. Mf 
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all externalities — global, long-term and 

potentially catastrophic in its impact.” 
Other high-level Socialist International 

agents within the UN system include for- 
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dwindling middle class- 
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Control of the Internet 


Globalists have declared that the Internet is a global resource 
and, hence, should be controlled by global government — the 
UN — and they are working toward that end. 


by William F. Jasper 


year for the promoters of “global 
A governance” of the Internet, with 
major UN-sponsored conferences in Bra- 
zil, Turkey, and Korea. But, as the follow- 
ing timeline shows, the push for the UN to 
take over the Internet has been building for 
more than a decade. 

1998: United Nations International 
Telecommunications Union (ITU) pass- 
es Resolution 73 to hold a World Summit 
on the Information Society. 

2001: United Nations General Assem- 
bly endorses ITU proposal to convene a 
World Summit on the Information Society, 
to be held in two phases, to discuss the op- 
portunities and challenges of the digital rev- 
olution and the information society. The UN 
resolution links the summit to implementa- 
tion of the UN Millennium Declaration and 
UN Millennium Development Goals, call- 


T his year has turned out to be a big 
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ing for wealth transfers from the developed 
nations to the lesser developed nations, to 
address the global “digital divide.” 

2003: UN World Summit of the In- 
formation Society (WSIS) convenes in 
Geneva. Delegates from 175 countries 
representing “stakeholders” from the UN, 
national governments, corporations, and 
NGOs produce a “Declaration of Prin- 
ciples” and “Plan of Action” that call for, 
among other things, bringing 50 percent 
of the world’s population online by 2015. 

2004: UN forms the Working Group 
on Internet Governance (WGIG) to ad- 
dress the issue of future governance of the 
Internet, an issue left unresolved at the Ge- 
neva WSIS. Nitin Desai, the UN undersec- 
retary-general for economic and social af- 
fairs from 1992-2003, was named chairman 
of the WGIG. Desai, an Indian economist 
and socialist, is credited with introducing 
the concept of “sustainable development” 
while serving as senior economic advisor 


to the UN’s World Commission on Envi- 
ronment and Development and a principal 
author of the commission’s 1987 report, 
Our Common Future. In 1990, Nitin Desai 
was named deputy secretary-general of the 
United Nations Conference on Environ- 
ment and Development, UNCED, better 
known as the 1992 UN Earth Summit, in 
Rio de Janeiro. One of Desai’s principal 
duties at the Rio summit was to oversee 
development of Agenda 21, the UN’s grand 
design for micro-control over all the envi- 
ronment and all human activity on planet 
Earth — as well as the atmosphere and 
space around it. 

2005: UN World Summit of the In- 
formation Society (WSIS) convenes in 
Tunis. The second phase of the WSIS 
was held in Tunis, the capital of Tunisia, 
and resulted in the creation of the Internet 
Governance Forum (IGF), a multistake- 
holder organization to develop proposals 
for future governance of the Internet. 

2006: UN Internet Governance Forum 
(IGF) is established. The UN General As- 
sembly endorsed a five-year mandate for 
the IGF, running from 2006-2010. The IGF 
held a meeting in February in Geneva, and 
a second in Athens, Greece, chaired by Nitin 
Desai, who was named United Nations sec- 
retary-general’s special adviser for Internet 
governance. Then UN Secretary-General 
Kofi Annan also established a Multistake- 
holder Advisory Group (MAG) for the 
IGF under Desai. The IGF holds national 
and regional IGF meetings throughout the 
world and annual global meetings that, be- 
sides Geneva and Athens, have been held 
in Rio de Janeiro, Brazil; Hyderabad, India; 
Sharm El Sheikh, Egypt; Vilnius, Lithuania; 
Nairobi, Kenya; Baku, Azerbaijan; Bali, In- 
donesia; and Istanbul, Turkey. 

2012: China’s Wu Hongbo put in 
charge of UN’s Internet efforts. UN Sec- 
retary-General Ban Ki-Moon appoints Wu 
Hongbo of Communist China to the post 
of UN under-secretary-general for eco- 
nomic and social affairs in 2012. Wu, who 
represents the regime most infamous for 
repressing Internet freedom, presides over 
the UN’s Internet Governance Forum. 

2012: The 7th Annual Internet Gov- 
ernance Forum is held in Baku, Azer- 
baijan. With “President” Ilham Aliyev, 
whose regime is generally regarded as one 
of the world’s most repressive and corrupt, 
serving as host, the hypocrisy of IGF’s 
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claims to represent the world’s netizens 
was amply transparent. Aliyev is the son 
and political heir of Heydar Aliyev, the 
communist dictator and ruthless head of 
the Azerbaijani branch of the Soviet KGB, 
who ran Azerbaijan from 1969-1987 as the 
Kremlin’s satrap. His son Ilham has con- 
tinued his repressive legacy. Human rights 
organizations have universally condemned 
the Aliyev regime’s record for jailing criti- 
cal journalists, bloggers, and citizens. 
2012: World Conference on Interna- 
tional Telecommunications (WCIT-12) 
is convened by the UN’s International 
Telecommunications Union in Dubai, 
United Arab Emirates. Coming quickly 
on the heels of the 7th IGF in Azerbai- 
jan, the ITU’s Dubai conference ignited 
a strongly negative worldwide reaction 
against its proposal to, in effect, give dic- 
tatorial governments a “kill switch” over 
the Internet. The ITU’s secret draft plan for 
Internet “reform,” which was leaked before 
its December conference, also proposed 
that control over the Internet be placed in 
the ITU’s hands. In a rare display of bipar- 
tisanship, both the U.S. Senate and House 
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unanimously passed a resolution to oppose 
UN and ITU control over the Internet. 

2014: President Obama initiates U.S. 
Internet governance transfer. In March 
the U.S. Department of Commerce an- 
nounced that by October 2015 it will re- 
linquish its remaining control over the 
“root” of the Internet to the non-profit 
Internet Corporation for Assigned Names 
and Numbers (ICANN). Although ICANN 
supporters present it as a “multistakehold- 
er” arrangement that will be free of cen- 
sorship and control by the UN and/or gov- 
ernments, the makeup of ICANN’s board, 
ICANN’s evolving governance structure, 
and statements from its executives, give 
ample cause for suspicion that the current 
ICANN setup is merely a backdoor ap- 
proach to bring about eventual transition 
to the ITU’s “front-door” proposal for di- 
rect UN control of the Internet. 

2014: NETmundial Summit is held in 
Sao Paulo, Brazil. Hosted by the radical 
Marxist-Leninist government of President 
Dilma Rousseff, a former leader of a com- 
munist terrorist group, the NETmundial 
summit seized on the revelations of Edward 


Snowden concerning global Internet spying 
abuses by the NSA to fuel demands that 
governance of the Internet be taken from 
the United States and “internationalized.” 

2014: Corporate/banking elite en- 
dorse global governance of Internet. 
At the World Economic Forum (WEF) in 
Davos, Switzerland, in January, the Brit- 
ish Royal Institute of International Affairs 
(RITA) announced the formation of a Glob- 
al Commission on Internet Governance. 
The membership of the new commission is 
populated by globalists from organizations 
long known as leading advocates for world 
government, such as the RITA, Council on 
Foreign Relations, Aspen Institute, Brook- 
ings Institution, and Trilateral Commission. 

2014: 8th Annual Internet Gover- 
nance Forum is held in Istanbul, Tur- 
key. This IGF was hosted by the govern- 
ment of President Recep Erdogan, one 
of the most repressive governments of 
Europe. Erdogan’s regime, according to 
the liberal-left Freedom House, is “the 
world’s leading jailer of journalists” and 
is infamous for monitoring, censoring, and 
blocking the Internet. Hi 
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For those people who don’t recognize that absolute truth exists, lying and deceit are 
standard operating procedure in life, especially in their politics. 


by Selwyn Duke 


| ay T he most unethical of all 

means is the non-use of any 

means,” wrote activist and 
agitator Saul Alinsky in his revolution- 
enabling book Rules for Radicals. Alin- 
sky, who fancied himself the Niccold Ma- 
chiavelli for the “Have-Nots,” certainly 
agreed with the Italian philosopher’s 1531 
assertion that fraud “in the combat of war 
... 1S praiseworthy and glorious.” In fact, 
the activist himself said that “he who fears 
corruption fears life” and “in war the end 
justifies almost any means.” But to some 
people, all of life’s a battlefield and all 
the men and women merely combat- 
ants — ever and always. Thus were lies 
and deceit used not only during the Cold 
War but also are deployed, often happily, 
in culture wars. And the tactic has many 
names. Depending on the sub-species, the 
Soviets might have called it “demoraliza- 
tion,” “framing,” or “active measures.” 
Muslims would term it taqiyya. And our 
contemporary leftists, inheritors of the 
Alinsky legacy, perhaps might define it as 
“normal human interaction.” 

This comes to mind when considering 
the apparent AstroTurf campaign — what 
appears to be a grassroots movement but 
is actually just an artificial creation by a 
small group — targeting radio giant Rush 
Limbaugh. Exposed just recently, the on- 
line Daily Caller’s Patrick Howley report- 
ed on September 23: 


The recent [Twitter] campaign to si- 
lence conservative radio legend Rush 
Limbaugh is led by ten liberal activ- 
ists engaged in a more than four-year 
long effort to destroy Limbaugh by 
targeting his advertisers... 

A former Kent State university 
professor even targeted a small busi- 
nessman advertising on Limbaugh’s 
show using her official university e- 
mail account. 

Information compiled by Lim- 
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The conservative nail that sticks up gets hammered down: As the most listened to talk-radio 
host in America, Rush Limbaugh has long been the target of leftist ire and intrigue. 


baugh’s team ... demonstrates that 
nearly 70 percent of the tweets tar- 
geting Limbaugh’s advertisers come 
from the same ten Twitter users, all 
of whom are actively involved in the 
“Stop Rush” campaign, which keeps 
a database of all of Limbaugh’s ad- 
vertisers. 

While the Democratic Congres- 
sional Campaign Committee (DCCC) 
is presenting its current anti-Rush 
campaign as a genuine repudiation 
of out-of-context remarks Limbaugh 
made on his radio show (replete with 
a fundraising e-mail from Sandra 
Fluke), the Stop Rush effort is small, 
organized and existed long before the 
most recent controversial Limbaugh 
comments. 

... “Angelo Carusone is the self 
acknowledged originator and head 
of the StopRush protest, in his 
professional role as executive vice 
president of Media Matters for 
America,” Limbaugh spokesman 
Brian Glicklich told TheDC. “But 
since they prefer it look grassroots 
and made up of real customers, he 


faded into the background long 
ago, reemerging only this week as 
he senses the danger of this illicit 
scheme being exposed for the fiction 
at it’s [sic] heart.” 


The aforementioned former Kent State 
U. faculty member is Nancy Padak, “a 
Distinguished Professor of Education ... 
and an active consultant for school dis- 
tricts throughout the U.S.,” her Amazon 
biography informs; the other conspirators 
have names even more obscure. And how 
did a fake-grass cabal comprising a who’s 
who of malcontent ne’er-do-well nobod- 
ies make itself look like green fields and 
rolling hills? As RushLimbaugh.com re- 
ported, “Stop Rush has deployed custom 
automated tweeting software, in violation 
of Twitter’s rules, that lets their activists 
send tweets at a rate far faster than any un- 
assisted person could do manually. They 
send barrages of thousands of messages 
through this software until advertisers are 
bullied and harassed into cancellation.” 
And that’s the power of social media. 
Then there is the misused power of 
conventional media. You may remember 
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And a July 2012 National Public Radio report by Ari 
Shapiro cited a study showing that Democrats were 
more likely than Republicans to be “comfortable 
with politicians of their own party being dishonest to 


Ser clected,” 


the infamous episode that began with the 
September 8, 2004 edition of CBS’ 60 
Minutes Wednesday when newsman Dan 
Rather cited “exclusive” documents pur- 
porting to show that President George W. 
Bush had shirked his Texas Air National 
Guard duties in the 1960s and 1970s. It 
was a damning report with damnable tim- 
ing, coming in the home stretch of Bush’s 
reelection campaign. 

It was also a damnable lie. 

It took topography experts mere hours 
to determine the documents were forger- 
ies. And as Rather dug in his heels and dug 
a grave for his long and storied career, the 
lie proved to have very short legs and very 
long consequences. CBS would eventu- 
ally oust four upper-echelon employees, 
including the producer of the segment, 
Mary Mapes. Station president Leslie 
Moonves was forced to apologize, say- 
ing, “We deeply regret the disservice this 
flawed 60 Minutes Wednesday report did 
to the American public, which has a right 
to count on CBS News for fairness and ac- 
curacy,” and Mapes’ father told a Seattle 
radio station, “I’m really ashamed what 
my daughter has become. She’s a typical 
liberal.” And anticipating an early-2005 
report that would ultimately accuse CBS 
of “myopic zeal,” being “rigid and blind,” 
and showing disregard for “some funda- 
mental journalistic principles,” Rather an- 
nounced his resignation on November 24. 

Yet not all leftist legerdemain is so 
sloppily executed, and this brings us to 
what was perhaps the most successful 
character-assassination campaign of the 
20th century — to the Bolsheviks who 
framed a Bishop of Rome. 


Strategy: Attack the Truth 

We will destroy every enemy, even if he 
is an Old Bolshevik, we will destroy his 
kin, his family. Anyone who by his actions 
or thoughts encroaches on the unity of the 
socialist state, we shall destroy relentless- 
ly. — Josef Stalin, November 1937 
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“Pope Pius XII mastered the art of 
deadly silence,” anti-Christian activists 
might say. The even more strident may 
hiss, ““He was a Nazi collaborator — ‘Hit- 
ler’s Pope’!” echoing the title of British 
journalist John Cornwell’s 1999 book. 
This has become non-believer boilerplate, 
conventional wisdom among those who 
understand history well enough to know 
who Pius was, but not well enough to 
know who he really was. 

During and immediately after WWII, 
Pope Pius XII was roundly lauded and 
honored by Jewish figures as a “righ- 
teous gentile,” an Oscar Schindler writ 
larger than life who saved as many as 
860,000 Jews from extermination. For 
example, late Israeli prime minister 
Golda Meir praised Pius, saying, “When 
fearful martyrdom came to our people in 
the decade of Nazi terror, the voice of the 
Pope was raised for the victims.” Israel 
Zoller, chief rabbi of Rome from 1939 to 
1945, actually converted to Catholicism 
and adopted the name Eugenio Zolli in 
honor of the Pope, whose given name was 
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From hero to WWII Nero: While a Soviet “framing” campaign convinced Western intellectuals 


“Eugenio.” Albert Einstein was quoted in 
Time magazine in 1940 as stating, “Only 
the Church stood squarely across the path 
of Hitler’s campaign for suppressing the 
truth.” And this would remain the view 
of Pius — until the church was put in the 
cross hairs of different people who sup- 
pressed truth. 

In 2007, there was a shocking revela- 
tion: General Ion Mihai Pacepa, head of 
Romanian intelligence in the 1970s and 
the highest-ranking Marxist intelligence 
officer to ever defect to the West, revealed 
that he had been part of a Soviet agitprop 
plot to destroy Pius’ reputation. Called 
“Seat 12,” the scheme was a manifestation 
of the “Kremlin’s very secret ‘science’ of 
changing the past in order to suit current 
priorities,” Pacepa related to Newsmax in 
2012. Newsmax further informed, 


“In KGB jargon, changing the past 
was called ‘framing,’ and it was a 
highly classified disinformation spe- 
cialty,” he [Pacepa] explained, add- 
ing that the operations were “like 
mosaics made up of hundreds or 
even thousands of tiny pieces fitted 
together. Only a handful of master 
designers know how the final image 
will turn out,” he continued. “I was 
peripherally involved in changing the 
past of Pius XII, but at that time, even 
I did not know what the final image 
would look like.” 
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that Pope Pius XII fiddled while the world burned, he had actually saved more than 800,000 Jews 


from Nazi death camps. 
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Playing fast and loose with the truth caught up with newsman Dan Rather in 2004, when a 
forged-document scandal brought his long and labyrinthine career to an ignominious end. 


Part of creating this image was the 1963 
theatrical play The Deputy, which was 
written by Marxist German playwright 
Rolf Hochhuth and portrayed Pius as 
a self-serving man who failed to act or 
protest during the Holocaust. It was ul- 
timately translated into more than 20 
languages and, along with the rest of the 
“immense KGB disinformation machin- 
ery,” Pacepa told Newsmax, “was able to 
flip the image of Pius XII from lily white 
to coal black.” 

Oh, and the term “Hitler’s Pope,” so 
catchy for titles and talking points? That 
came right out of Stalin’s mouth — on a 
June 3, 1945 broadcast on Radio Moscow. 

None of this will surprise political sci- 
ence professor and author Paul Kengor, 
who wrote in the 2012 WND.com article 
“Communist disinformation, American- 
style,” that “communist campaigns, like 
communist fronts, thrived on deceit and 
disinformation.... They were done with 
great effect, so much so that many of the 
outright untruths in these underhanded 
campaigns have slipped their way into 
history books as quasi-official versions 
of 20th century history.” He provides the 
example of Congress’ House Committee 
on Un-American Activities, which, as 
Kengor writes, “was chaired primarily by 
anti-communist Democrats” and investi- 
gated “those accused by the committee of 
harboring private loyalties to the Soviet 
Union and [the] international communist 
movement.” To the point here, the en- 
tity’s proper acronym is, as it should be, 
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“HCUA,” yet it has now long been known 
as “HUAC” — the House Un-American 
Activities Committee. And what accounts 
for this “lily white to coal black” change? 
The new and damning name originated 
with entities such as Communist Party 
USA’s (CPUSA) newspaper the Daily 
Worker and Barack Obama’s mentor 
Frank Marshall Davis, in his capacity as 
columnist for the Chicago Star. 

But examples of leftist deceit abound. 
Here is just a handful: 

¢ 2009’s “Climategate” scandal, in 
which researchers at the University of 
East Anglia’s Climatic Research Unit 
were found to have been suppressing data 
that conflicted with their global-warming 
thesis. 

¢ The notion that the Crusades were ag- 
gressive actions whose aim was conquer- 
ing a peaceful Muslim world when they 
were essentially defensive actions whose 
aim was to avoid being conquered by it. 

¢ Child sexual abuse is portrayed as a 
particularly big problem in the Catholic 
Church, despite the fact that, as LifeSite- 
News.com reported in 2011, “According 
to Charol Shakeshaft, the researcher of 
a little-remembered 2004 study prepared 
for the U.S. Department of Education, 
‘the physical sexual abuse of students in 
schools is likely more than 100 times the 
abuse by priests.’” 

¢ Supposedly, women earn less than men 
because of oppression. But as journalist 
Carrie Lukas explains in her piece “A Bar- 
gain At 77 Cents to a Dollar,” the wage gap 


is actually due to different career choices 
the sexes make — not discrimination. 

¢ The liberal media claim that 13 or 14 
children a day are killed with guns. But 
this figure isn’t accurate. More signifi- 
cantly, most of those killed are actually 
teenage gang members, as this statistic 
includes, deceptively, individuals up to 
the age of 19. 

¢ Addressing a media-fed gun-control 
myth in 1988, the founder of the Violence 
Policy Center, Josh Sugarman, said that 
among the public “anything that looks like 
a machine gun is assumed to be a machine 
gun — [and this] can only increase the 
chance of public support for restrictions 
on these weapons,” referring to firearms 
such as the AR-15 and AK-47. In reality, 
though, the weapons in question are semi- 
automatic, meaning, every trigger pull re- 
leases only one round. Machine guns are 
not readily available to the public. 

¢ The Left still trades on the idea that the 
world faces a population explosion; with 
fertility rates below replacement level in 
more than 100 nations worldwide, how- 
ever, mankind actually faces a population 
implosion. 

¢ Lastly, there was a 2009 Southern Pov- 
erty Law Center (SPLC) report indicating 
that “right-wing” militia groups were “in- 
censed by the election of the first black 
US president” and were “rising again after 
a decade of decline,” as an AFP news ar- 
ticle put it. In response I wrote a refuta- 
tory piece pointing out that this was de- 
ception (likely driven by a desire to raise 
funds): The SPLC’s own data showed 
that such groups had already grown 54 
percent during George W. Bush’s tenure. 
And to establish the character of the or- 
ganization, I also cited the 2000 Harper’s 
exposé by Ken Silverstein “The Church 
of Morris Dees,” which illustrates beau- 
tifully how SPLC founder Dees is much 
like a snake-oil salesman — without the 
virtue and charitable nature. I addition- 
ally opined that Dees’ destruction of hate 
groups wasn’t “General Patton vs. the 
Nazis or MacArthur vs. Tojo. It was more 
like Stalin taking down Hitler” and wrote 
that “what truly makes Dees damnable is 
what he does when he runs out of ‘rightist’ 
haters. He simply invents them.” And this 
is where it really gets interesting. In a con- 
fluence of irony and coincidence — and 
I'll let the reader decide which is which — 
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Don’t judge a book by its cover: Gun-control activists exploit the misconception that everything 


that looks like a machine gun is one. But the AR-15s readily available to the public, such as the 
one pictured here, are simply semi-automatic rifles. 


two months later I found myself featured 
on SPLC’s “Hatewatch” page for, believe 
it or not, defending Rush Limbaugh after 
he was booted from a consortium seeking 
to buy the St. Louis Rams. My main tres- 
pass was using the word “lynching” a few 
times to describe what befell Limbaugh, 
when the term apparently must be reserved 
for blacks, or so implied the SPLC. Well, 
I’m just glad Dees never saw my article on 
female soldier Jessica Lynch. 

But Dees is hardly an outlier among 
his fellow travelers. And coming to mind 
here is a story about a former conserva- 
tive Democrat Kentucky D.A. who, after 
being interviewed by a local liberal paper, 
mentioned to the editor that one of its re- 
cent stories was completely false. Her re- 
sponse was, “It’s okay if we lie; we’re on 
the right side.” I also think of gun-control 
activist-cum-journalist Piers Morgan, 
fired from the Daily Mirror in 2004 after 
it was discovered the paper had published 
fake photos of British soldiers abusing an 
Iraqi prisoner. He “remained unrepentant 
right to the end ... refused the demand to 
apologise, was sacked and immediately 
escorted from the building,” wrote the 
BBC. And Morgan doubled down in 2010, 
saying, reports Yahoo News, “I feel like it 
was a moral duty.... Sometimes you have 
to make a stand as an editor.” 

The above is no surprise. In his 2008 
book Makers and Takers, Peter Sch- 
weizer relates research indicating that 
“conservatives value truth more than 
liberals, and are less prone to cheating 
and lying,” summarizes Red State. And 
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a July 2012 National Public Radio report 
by Ari Shapiro cited a study showing that 
Democrats were more likely than Repub- 
licans to be “comfortable with politicians 
of their own party being dishonest to get 
elected.” So are we back to Machiavelli 
(D-Late Middle Ages), with the end jus- 
tifying the means? 


Living the Lie 
His lies were so exquisite I almost wept. — 
Dave Eggers, What Is the What 

Today is the age of the Cool Lie. Com- 
ing to mind here is slick TV sleuth Jim 
Rockford, who'd lie his way in and out 
of situations as the audience was awed by 
his artifice. And perhaps in a case of the 
author of My Life imitating art, we had 
Bill Clinton, about whom a liberal once 
emphatically said to me, “He did the right 
thing.” The man was referring to Clinton’s 
affair with Monica Lewinsky, and I also 
get the sense that he shared the general 
liberal opinion on the ex-president’s pre- 
varications: “Man, that dude’s cool.” 

Far from finding Clinton’s lies a point 
of shame, many liberals admired his Ma- 
chiavellian maneuvering, what they saw 
as his dissembler derring-do. “Yeah, that’s 
our guy; he’s too smart for you. Go get 
?em, cheetah!” And while too many of us 
have sometimes smirked at cute or clever 
liars, liberals do do it more — and there is 
a deep reason for it. 

While goodness is a continuum — as 
a man of the cloth I talked to once put 
it, “Everyone is in a different stage of 
conversion” — you could say that every 
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age has people who seek after virtue and 
those awash in vice. Not surprisingly, the 
latter will generally be attracted to ide- 
ologies built on error and evil, to Marx- 
ism in 1917 Russia, Nazism in 1930s 
Germany — and modern liberalism in 
our time and place. Oh, there is a bit of 
overlap, of course, with generally good 
but gullible souls being seduced by the 
soulless. Put bluntly and indelicately, 
however, garbage attracts vermin. And 
lying is something vice-ridden people 
are more likely to do. 

Defining it even more precisely, why 
would you avoid vice if you didn’t recog- 
nize virtue? Why would you even blink at 
lies if you didn’t believe in Truth? That is 
to say, I often discuss the matter of Abso- 
lute Truth versus moral relativism — the 
notion that there is no Truth — and some 
may think I harp on it too much. But rela- 
tivism is the characteristic philosophical/ 
spiritual disorder of our time; note that 
2002 Barna Group research showed that 
64 percent of Americans don’t believe in 
Absolute Moral Truth. And it’s getting 
worse with each (de)generation. While 
60 percent 36 and older embraced rela- 
tivism, 75 percent 18 to 35 and 83 percent 
of teenagers did. Even more shockingly, 
only 32 percent of born-again Christians 
believe in moral absolutes (versus just 15 
percent in the non-born again group), and 
the percentage among born-again teens 
was 9. Note also that, as Barna wrote 
about what motivated its respondents, 
“the most common basis for moral de- 
cision-making was doing whatever feels 
right or comfortable in a situation.” And 
liberals, who tend to be secular? It’s hard 
to find very many, anywhere, not beset by 
that philosophical disorder of relativism 
— they are defined by it. 

Philosophy professor Peter Kreeft wrote, 
“Tt is reasonable to love the Absolute ab- 
solutely for the same reason it is reason- 
able to love the relative relatively.” We may 
love Absolute Truth enough so that we’re 
faithful to its dictates, but if the idea that 
we “shouldn’t lie” is mere perspective, it 
will only be an object of desire when it feels 
right. For when you perceive nothing above 
your feelings to govern their dictates, their 
dictates become deified and supplant Truth. 
And then they become “truth,” ordaining 
the legitimacy of whatever, virtuous or vile, 
serves their ends. Ml 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ NOVEMBER 3, 2014 


SURVEILLANCE 


Is the 


NSA 


Grabbing All Americans’ 
Phone Call Content? 


i+ 


The NSA has been caught time and again 
blatantly lying to the public and Congress 
about its spying activities, but it is possible it 
may truthfully say it is not spying, when it is. 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


sistently denied that they listen to the content of Ameri- 
cans’ telephone calls, but the history of intelligence agency 
claims about the scope of its spying on Americans is one of lies 
and more lies. So the question must be asked: Are they lying again 
with respect to recording the content of Americans’ phone calls? 
The answer to that question may be “yes,” and it may be “no.” 
But there’s also a possible “technically, no” response to that ques- 
tion that’s even more frightening, for which there is a substantial 
amount of circumstantial evidence. First, here are a few of the 
blatant lies the U.S. intelligence apparatus has publicly told to 
the American people: 
Lie #1: We are not keeping Americans’ phone data. 
During a March 12, 2013 Senate hearing, Senator Ron Wyden 


T he NSA and the National Director of Intelligence have con- 
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asked U.S. Intelligence Director James Clapper: “Does the 
NSA collect any type of data at all on millions or hundreds 
of millions of Americans?” Admiral James Clapper replied: 
“No, sir.” 

Several months later, NSA contractor Edward Snowden re- 
vealed to the American people that Clapper’s statement was a 
baldfaced lie. The NSA had, in fact, been collecting data on 
hundreds of millions of Americans under a program named 
PRISM, a program NSA documents revealed that also collected 
Internet traffic “directly from the servers of these U.S. Service 
Providers: Microsoft, Yahoo, Google, Facebook, PalTalk, AOL, 
Skype, YouTube, Apple.” And copies of that database, it was 
later learned, are sent to the U.S. Drug Enforcement Agency. 
James Bamford over at The Intercept likewise revealed on Oc- 
tober 2, 2014 a 40-year history of the NSA releasing docu- 
mented lies to both the American people and Congress. 

Lie #2: We can’t grab Americans’ e-mails. 

NSA Director General Keith Alexander told U.S. House in- 
vestigators on March 20, 2012, that the NSA didn’t have the 
“ability” to wiretap Americans’ e-mails: 


Representative Hank Johnson (D-Ga.): General Alex- 
ander, if Dick Cheney were elected president and wanted 
to detain and incessantly waterboard every American who 
sent an e-mail making fun of his well-known hunting mis- 
haps, what I'd like to know is, does the NSA have the 
technological capacity to identify those Cheney bashers 
based upon the content of their e-mails? Yes or no. 

General Alexander: No. Can I explain that? 

Representative Johnson: Yes. 

General Alexander: The question is where are the 
e-mails and where is NSA’s coverage. I assume by your 
question that those e-mails are in the United States. 

Representative Johnson: Correct. 

General Alexander: NSA does not have the ability to 
do that in the United States. 


The reality is that the NSA does possess the technical abil- 
ity to record Americans, and former NSA contractor Edward 
Snowden’s revelations proved that hundreds of thousands of 
Americans’ e-mails as well as telephone conversations have 
been “legitimately” recorded by the NSA because one party of 
the call was abroad. Moreover, thousands of innocent Ameri- 
cans’ e-mails have been monitored by the NSA, according to 
information provided by whistleblower Edward Snowden. In- 
deed, the capacity to wiretap American’s phone lines and record 
the full audio from them is present on a widespread basis, as 
the NSA program SOMALGET wiretaps the full audio from 
every call in and out of the nation of the Bahamas (and the 
NSA grabs metadata from the same program from all calls in 
Mexico, Kenya, and the Philippines). 

Lie #3: CIA wouldn’t hack into U.S. Senate computers. 

As the U.S. Senate conducted its oversight of the Bush-era 
detention policies under the CIA, Senator Dianne Feinstein (D- 
Calif.) charged the CIA with spying on Senate computers and 
deleting material on those U.S. Senate computers. “As far as the 
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Truth be told: After the NSA told Congress that it did not have the ability to intercept the calls of 


all Americans, Edward Snowden released documents showing that the NSA has been intercepting 
calls for years and that NSA personnel have even used the spying capabilities to spy on lovers. 


allegations of the CIA hacking into Senate 
computers, nothing could be further from 
the truth,” CIA Director John Brennan told 
Andrea Mitchell at a Council on Foreign 
Relations forum March 11, 2014. It later 
came out that Feinstein’s charges were the 
precise truth, and Brennan had told a bald- 
faced lie. 

Lie #4: NSA wiretapping authority 
has never been abused. 

“There is no abuse,” former NSA Di- 
rector Michael Hayden told NBC’s Meet 
the Press on December 15, 2013. Presi- 
dent Obama himself denied the NSA had 
abused its surveillance capabilities in an 
address to the nation on August 9, 2013: 
“Tf you look at the reports — even the dis- 
closures that Mr. Snowden has put forward 
— all the stories that have been written, 
what you’re not reading about is the gov- 
ernment actually abusing these programs 
and listening in on people’s phone calls or 
inappropriately reading people’s e-mails. 
What you’re hearing about is the prospect 
that these could be abused. Now, part of 
the reason they’re not abused is because 
these checks are in place, and those abus- 
es would be against the law and would be 
against the orders of the FISC.” 

But it soon came out that there have been 
thousands of cases of abuse of that intel- 
ligence on American citizens from internal 
NSA reviews of the information. In some 
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cases, this involved taking audio from tele- 
phone calls of Americans by suspicious 
lovers in the employ of the NSA, according 
to a summary provided to Senator Charles 
Grassley (R-Iowa): “In 2004, upon her re- 
turn from a foreign site, the subject reported 
to NSA Security that, in 2004, she tasked a 
foreign telephone number she had discov- 
ered in her husband’s cellular telephone 
because she suspected that her husband 
had been unfaithful. The tasking resulted 
in voice collection of her husband.” 

So in light of the many lies of our intelli- 
gence officials and the politicians oversee- 
ing them, it’s quite possible that the NSA 
could be lying — again — with respect 
to its gathering, retaining, and searching 
of Americans’ conversations as it did with 
phone records “metadata.” 


Tag-team Approach 

to Surveilling Americans 

But it’s possible the NSA could be follow- 
ing legal protocol, as claimed in public, 
while nevertheless having indirect access 
to Americans’ phone calls: It’s possible the 
NSA has an agreement with foreign intel- 
ligence agencies to spy on Americans in ex- 
change for U.S. surveillance of their popu- 
lations, with an agreement to exchange the 
information. Consider the possibility that 
the NSA — which like the all-seeing eye of 
Sauron in the Lord of the Rings trilogy — is 
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faced outward surveilling the world while 
the other four eyes of the “Five Eyes” part- 
ners (the U.K., Canada, Australia, and New 
Zealand) are focused inward on the NSA’s 
one blind spot: the United States. This may 
sound like a far-out conspiracy theory, 
but statements of partnership between the 
United States and it allies — especially its 
Anglo “Five Eyes” allies — make such an 
arrangement plausible in light of existing 
legal restrictions against surveilling Ameri- 
can citizens. 

The NSA has paid hundreds of millions 
of dollars to “Five Eyes” partner GCHQ in 
Britain because GCHQ is “less constrained 
by NSA’s concerns about compliance,” ac- 
cording to intelligence officials who talked 
off the record with London’s The Guardian 
for August 1, 2013. Of course, there are no 
restrictions whatsoever on NSA surveil- 
lance of foreigners; the only surveillance 
restrictions on the NSA are those against 
recording the audio of Americans’ phone 
calls. According to The Guardian, the fed- 
eral funding of British intelligence “ex- 
ploited to the full our unique selling points 
of geography, partnerships [and] the UK’s 
legal regime.” The chief benefit of geog- 
raphy is that Britain is not constrained by 
legal restrictions on spying on Americans. 
A British Cabinet official told The Guard- 
ian after the Edward Snowden revelations 
that “joint projects [happen] in which re- 
sources and expertise are pooled, but the 
benefits flow in both directions.” 

GCHQ has already acknowledged col- 
lecting massive Internet information on 
British citizens under its blanket authority 
under U.K. law to collect “external com- 
munications.” What’s to stop them from 
also collecting the Facebook and Google 
traffic of Americans? Clearly, Americans’ 
phone calls and e-mails are “external” to 
the U.K. But without American assistance, 
the British government likely lacked the 
technical capability for such massive sur- 
veillance, or perhaps lacked the will to 
invest this level of funds to surveil the 
people of an ally. In this light, the mas- 
sive NSA aid to GCHQ and the close 
partnership with the Five Eyes countries 
could be explained. Four eyes of the Five 
Eyes are quite possibly charged with sur- 
veilling Americans, and then coordinat- 
ing with their American counterparts in 
order to skate around what little is left of 
the Fourth Amendment to the U.S. Con- 
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stitution prohibiting warrantless searches. 
In exchange, the NSA shares information 
on their people, as well as information on 
other nations where the United States sur- 
veils and our allies don’t have surveillance 
capabilities. 

Similar relationships have been re- 
ported among America’s other allies. The 
Washington Post reported on October 30, 
2013, “In France, the daily Le Monde re- 
ported Wednesday that France’s external 
intelligence agency collaborated with the 
United States starting at the end of 2011 
or beginning of 2012 to provide a window 
into Internet traffic flowing via underwa- 
ter cables that surface in France.... The 
cables carry much of the Internet traffic 
that flows to Africa and Afghanistan, the 
newspaper said. In exchange for allowing 
access to the traffic, the NSA provided in- 
formation about areas of the world where 
France has no intelligence presence, the 
newspaper reported.” What areas that in- 
volved, the article didn’t specify. Clearly 
there are many areas the massive resourc- 
es of the NSA could help the French in- 
telligence agencies. But if the French in- 
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telligence agencies are willing to sell out 
the privacy of their people in exchange 
for more intelligence sharing, why should 
American intelligence agencies be im- 
mune from such a deal? 

Indeed, American intelligence officials 
have publicly expressed a rather blasé at- 
titude toward foreign intelligence agen- 
cies spying on Americans. In an October 
29, 2013, hearing before the House Select 
Committee on Intelligence, Director of 
Intelligence James Clapper responded to 
this question from Chairman Mike Rogers 
(R-Mich.): 


Mike Rogers: Do you believe that 
the allies have conducted or at any 
time [conducted] any type of es- 
pionage activity against the United 
States of America — our intelligence 
services, our leaders, otherwise? 

Clapper: Absolutely... And I have 
to say, Chairman Rogers, that some 
of this reminds me a lot of the movie 
Casablanca. “My God, there’s gam- 
bling going on here!” You know, it’s 
the same kind of thing. 


The statement above proves that Clapper is 
aware of allied intelligence agencies spying 
on Americans, an activity the agencies he 
controls are prohibited from doing. But it 
also leaves open the question of how much 
of that spying (and sharing of intelligence) 
is done on a formalized partnership basis, 
and how much is done on an ad hoc basis. If 
the NSA is lying about its restraint from col- 
lecting the audio of Americans’ phone calls, 
a vigorous partnership of “we'll spy on you, 
if you'll spy on us” would be unnecessary, 
as would hundreds of millions of dollars in 
aid to GCHQ. But if the NSA wants to sur- 
veil Americans while formally complying 
with their public pronouncements, focusing 
four eyes of the “Five Eyes” back on Ameri- 
cans becomes a real possibility. 

The extent of foreign surveillance 
of American phone calls is not known, 
and won’t be known without an Edward 
Snowden-like whistleblower from GCHQ 
or one of the other Five Eyes partners. But 
it’s clear that Congress should not take 
the NSA’s public pronouncements at face 
value, but should investigate the level of 
foreign surveillance of Americans. Hf 
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Blue Blows the Horn 


The documentary Blue investigates the motives and methodology of the environmental 
movement and finds it to be less about the good of the Earth and more about control of it. 


by Jack Kenny 


of a detective novel: Who killed the 
spotted owl? In the storehouse of 
commonly shared opinion known as con- 
ventional wisdom, it’s no mystery at all. 
“Everybody knows” it was the greedy, 
rapacious logging industry, from its lum- 
berjacks to its corporate profiteers who 
denuded the great forests of the American 
Northwest and destroyed the habitat of the 
stately northern spotted owl that perched 
in the trees of our once great forests and 
graced the cover of Jime magazine. 
Anyone who spends an hour watching 
Jeffrey King’s documentary Blue is apt to 
get a different picture of the woods, the 
general environment, and the environmen- 
talist’s iconic owl. In fact, the entire envi- 
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ronmental movement gets a thorough re- 
examination from King, with the help of 
the many people he interviewed on cam- 
era, from a geologist and an aero-physicist 
to a forester to people who have seen their 
communities devastated through jobs lost, 
property rights violated, and economic 
development thwarted by environmental 
mandates and regulations. The logging in- 
dustry in the Northwest is but one example 
of jobs and commerce destroyed through 
an effort to save a species that was wrong- 
headed from the start. 

Dams are another target of the environ- 
mentalists, despite their usefulness in hy- 
droelectric production and in maintaining 
a supply of water that is especially crucial 
in the West, where droughts are a common 
occurrence. But dams kill fish and destroy 
their habitations, environmentalists pro- 
test, despite the construction of fish ladders 

and bypasses that allow the fish to 

swim over or around the dams. 
But it’s not just activity in the 
great outdoors that is threaten- 
ing the environment, accord- 
ing to environmentalists and the 
politicians who do their bidding. 
Carbon dioxide emissions from 
energy plants 
and other 


manufacturing facilities are increasingly 
blamed for global warming and are the tar- 
get of proposed legislation and regulations 
to cap such emissions, regardless of the 
increased cost in energy production and 
the negative impact on economic devel- 
opment. Robert Zorbin, an aero-physicist 
and author, deplores the campaign against 
the increase of carbon in the atmosphere, 
which he insists is good for the environ- 
ment as well as the economy. 

“Everything we use is either made of 
carbon or made with carbon,” said Zorbin, 
who sees carbon consumption as vital to 
economic growth in the underdeveloped 
world, as well as in the industrialized na- 
tions. World per capita income is $9,000 
a year in U.S. dollars, he said, about one- 
fifth of what it is in the United States. Yet 
a goal of the environmentalist movement 
is to reduce global carbon emissions to the 
1990 level, when world per capita income 
was $5,000 a year. That would increase 
poverty and starvation in the Third World, 
Zorbin said. 

“This is the most reactionary, cruel, 
brutal, heartless policy that anyone could 
possibly propose,” he said. “The moral 
imperative of our generation is to con- 
tinue this march forward.” The world’s 
economic progress in recent decades “is 
a miracle,” he said. “And this is what the 
‘greens’ want to stop.” 

The agenda of the “greens” is what gave 
King the idea for calling his documentary 
and the movement he hopes it will inspire, 
“Blue.” That is, after all, the color of the 
sky and the water that covers most of the 
Earth. His film, from beginning to end, 
promotes the idea that a free and prosper- 
ous people are better able and more will- 
ing to protect the environment than those 
who are kept in poverty by a collectivist 
agenda, hostile to economic growth. 

The philosophic view animating the 
environmentalist movement is essentially 
anti-human, argues Calvin Beisner, founder 
of the Comwell Alliance for the Steward- 
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ship of Creation. “If you have a basically 
misanthropic world view, if you see human 
beings as basically consumers and polluters 
as a cancer, as a virus, as people pollution,” 
said Beisner, “if that’s your view of people, 
you want to see fewer people and you want 
to see them not thriving, but just barely sub- 
sisting, because you think their number and 
their prosperity are a harm to the planet.” 

For some prominent organizations within 
the worldwide environmentalist movement, 
Beisner’s words may be an understatement 
rather than hyperbole. King put on screen 
for all to read the following statement of the 
influential Club of Rome: “The earth has 
cancer and the cancer is man.” 

“Isn’t the only hope for the planet that 
the industrialized nations collapse?” asked 
Maurice Strong, president of the Univer- 
sity of Peace. “Isn’t it our duty to bring 
that about?” 

“The environmentalists have it back- 
wards,” said Beisner. “It thinks that people 
are better off when they’re poor. In fact, 
they’re better off when they’re wealthy. 
And so is the environment.” People have 
neither the means nor the inclination to pre- 
serve or improve environmental standards 
when it is all they can do to put food on the 
table and a roof over their heads, he said. 

“A clean, healthy, beautiful environment 
is a costly good,” and wealthy societies 
are better able to afford costly goods than 
poorer ones, Beisner said. He and others 
interviewed by King suggested a trip to 
any undeveloped nation will confirm that 
observation. And the environment has suf- 
fered most, Beisner said, under totalitarian 
governments such as the Soviet Union. 

A warming climate extends the growing 
season, increases annual rainfall, and spurs 
plant growth, said Zorbin, making “‘a more 
fertile world.” Geologist Leighton Stewart, 
founder of an organization called Plants 
Need COs, agrees. 

“Carbon dioxide is the staff of life,” said 
Stewart. “We learned in the third grade 
that’s what plants eat.” Stewart also noted 
the warming period of the Middle Ages, 
followed by 500 years of cooling, all oc- 
curring long before the creation of electric 
power plants and the internal combustion 
engine. The environmentalists’ arguments 
might have held up better in the 1970s, 
Zorbin said, when the environmental warn- 
ings that filled the air were about global 
cooling. That, he said, would have pro- 
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duced scarcity, and the bogus predictions 
of a coming “ice age” led to calls for popu- 
lation control, since a frozen planet would 
be able to sustain fewer people. 

“The problems change, but the solution 
is always the same,” said Zorbin. “Give 
them the control.” 

Control is what the environmentalist 
movement is all about, said Lord Christo- 
pher Monckton, a British conservative and 
former science advisor to Prime Minister 
Margaret Thatcher. 

“None of it makes any sense,” he told 
King, “unless you realize what they’re try- 
ing to do is first of all, is wreck the West in 
a way the communism of the Soviet Union 
could not do. They have clambered onto 
this global-warming bandwagon just at the 
moment the wheels are all falling off. And 
those who like to see themselves as part of 
a wiser governing class that knows better 
than we do how we ought to live our lives, 
find the cheerful chaos of democracy pro- 
duces extraordinary prosperity. They hate 
it, they resent it bitterly, they want to stop 
it. They have discovered the environment 
as the way to stop it.” 

Back at the time of the first Earth Day 
(April 22 [Lenin’s birthday], 1970), a 
movement called Zero Population Growth 
emerged, and a prophet of scarcity and 
overpopulation of the late 18th century 
was rediscovered and widely celebrated in 
academic circles. The Englishman Thomas 
Malthus predicted famine and world chaos, 
based on patterns of population growth. 
Had the world heeded Malthus and his pro- 
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posals for population control, the econom- 
ic progress of the 19th and 20th centuries 
would not have happened, and the world 
might have lost either “Thomas Edison or 
Louis Pasteur, take your pick,” said Zorbin. 

In fact, Malthus put forward an inter- 
esting recommendation for reducing the 
human population in a statement shown in 
King’s documentary: 


Instead of recommending cleanliness 
to the poor, we should encourage con- 
trary habits. In our towns, we should 
make the street narrower, crowd more 
people into the houses and court the 
return of the plague. © — Thomas 
Malthus, Essay on Population, 1790 


There is no doubt that environmentalists 
want humans to be, at most, a basically 
inert part of the ecosystem and that the 
successful campaign against the logging 
industry out West has left thousands who 
were dependent on that industry without 
jobs and without the ability to provide the 
lumber needed for homes, wood stoves, 
fireplaces, desks, chairs, etc. And if man 
and his enterprises are entitled to a place 
in this world, along with the beavers, snail 
darters, and spotted owls, that leaves the 
environmentalists with a lot to answer for. 
Jeffrey King has also done a docu- 
mentary entitled Crying Wolf about how 
another great environmentalist crusade, 
the bringing back of wolves into areas 
where they attack and devour livestock, 
has posed another threat to the livelihood 
of farmers and ranchers who, being ap- 
parently beyond the pale of government 
protection, would like to be able to defend 
themselves and their way of life against 
the environmentalists’ and the govern- 
ment’s favored and protected creatures. 
Perhaps Jeffrey King’s absorb- 
ing and refreshing documentary 
will help awaken people to 
a political, ideological, 
and economic plague of 
late 20th and early 21st 
centuries. It spreads 
its noxious doctrines 
under the banner of 
“environmentalism.” i 
To order Blue or 
Crying Wolf, see the in- 
side back cover for more 
information. 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ NOVEMBER 3, 2014 


| 


Driver Dies 
After Saving Child 


A bus driver in Akron, Ohio perished after 
saving one of her students on board. The 
incident is currently under investigation by 
police. The bus driver, identified as Laura 
Zborowski, 41, was parked in front of Mid- 
dlebury Academy charter school in Akron 
on September 16 just before classes began. 

Fox 43 reported, “Lt. Rick Edwards 
with the Akron Police Department said 
Zborowski was doing evacuation drills 
with about 38 students.” 

The students had completed one drill 
using a side bus door and re-boarded the 
bus to practice exiting through the rear. It 
was during that drill that the tragic inci- 
dent took place. According to Edwards, 
as the last student was exiting the bus, it 
began to roll backward. Zborowski lunged 
and threw the child to safety, but failed to 
get out of the way herself. 

As explained by the Akron Beacon 
Journal, after saving the girl Zborowski 
had, according to police, tried to board the 
bus to re-engage its brakes, but was pulled 
under the bus and dragged an estimated 40 
feet. The bus then rolled downhill another 
40 feet before crashing into a tree on the 
other side of the road. 

Zborowski was pronounced dead at 
Summa Akron City Hospital. 

Edwards honored the bus driver’s actions 
by saying, “She did what she does every 
day, and that’s to protect these children.” 

Middlebury Academy provided grief 
counselors for students in the school, as 
well as additional counselors. “Our focus 
is making sure kids feel safe and support- 
ive and to get whatever resources we can 
into the school immediately,” school ex- 
ecutive director Joe Palmer said. 

The Ohio State Highway Patrol will be 
investigating the mechanics of the bus to 
determine what caused the bus to roll. 

Petermann, the Cincinnati-based trans- 
portation company that owns the bus in- 
volved in the accident, states an internal 
investigation will be conducted, and Peter- 
mann is working with police on their in- 
vestigation. They will attempt to find what 
caused the bus to roll after it had been 
parked for the duration of the safety drill. 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


Actors Rally 


Actor and comedian Drew Carey offered a 
$10,000 reward to anyone who would help 
police find the teenagers who pranked a 
boy with autism by pouring urine and 
feces over his head in mockery of the ALS 
Ice Bucket Challenge. Carey’s actions in- 
spired others to act as well. 

In September, the mother of the 14-year- 
old boy who was pranked found a cell- 
phone video of several Bay High School 
students dumping the bucket of urine and 
feces on her son’s head. The video had 
been posted on Instagram. 

Bay Village, Ohio, police worked to 
identify the teens who organized the 
prank, calling their actions “heinous.” 

Carey, a native of Cleveland, Ohio, took 
to his Twitter, where he started a reward 
fund to help find the organizers of the 
prank. He later added that if police find 
the pranksters without a reward, he would 
donate to Autism Speaks. 

Cleveland.com reported that actress 
Jenny McCarthy later offered to contrib- 
ute another $10,000 to the fund. Shortly 
after, McCarthy’s husband, actor and for- 
mer New Kids on the Block band member 
Donnie Wahlberg, pledged an additional 
$10,000. Former talk-show host Montel 
Williams also stated he would contribute. 


Team Gets Support 


When the USA Netball team — netball is 
vaguely similar to basketball, only with- 
out dribbling and without a backboard — 
was stranded at the Fort Lauderdale Hol- 
lywood International Airport after being 
scammed by their travel agent, some 
good-natured people stepped in to offer 
their assistance. 

WSVN reported that the travel agent 
for the USA Netball team reportedly can- 
celed the team’s reservations and kept 
their money, leaving the team stranded 
at the airport on Sunday, August 17. By 
Tuesday, after the story was reported on 
7TNews in Miami Lakes, Florida, several 
viewers came forward to help. 

Roger Tovar, owner of Palmetto 57 
Nissan, is one of the viewers who of- 
fered his assistance. He donated money 


THE GOODNESS OF AMERICA 


to help the women reach their destination 
in Canada. Tovar was joined by Mario 
Lam, owner of a collision shop in Oak- 
land Park, and several others who offered 
donations. “If you see somebody that 
needs help, and it’s in your hands to help 
somebody out, this is what God called us 
to do,” Lam said. 

The girls were grateful for the collab- 
orative efforts. Netball player Annette 
Payne expressed the team’s gratitude 
when she said that they “know that we 
have the backing of people here who are 
not — probably [do] not know the sport 
but actually stepped up because they be- 
lieve in us.” 


Follow That Car! 


A number of people rushed to the aid of 
a driver who blacked out because of a 
medical issue and lost control of her car 
on September 2. Her vehicle rolled until 
she struck the edge of a bridge and flipped 
on top of another car. 

Matt Hawrysko, the first man to re- 
spond to the situation, reportedly stopped 
his vehicle, got out and chased the wom- 
an’s rolling car. He remained at the scene 
until paramedics arrived. 

WKYC3 News happened to be nearby 
when the incident took place. “As soon as 
I realized that that was happening, I put my 
vehicle in park. I opened the door,” Haw- 
rysko told Channel 3’s Hilary Golston. “I 
jumped out and I ran after her and I was 
going so fast that I literally ran right out 
of my shoes.” 

According to WK YC3, its own crew got 
out to help the driver along with several 
other passersby. In total, nine people sur- 
rounded the car, one of whom broke the 
back window of the car to get access to 
the driver. 

“Several men assisted in lifting the car’s 
back end so that one man could slide in- 
side and check the woman’s pulse and stay 
close to her. The victim hung unconscious, 
upside down, still buckled into her seat,” 
WKYC3 reported. 

Police say the woman was taken to 
the hospital with non-life threatening 
injuries. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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The Case for Noninterventionism 


The term “isolationist” is slung like a curse in today’s conservative circles at those who 
don’t want America to police the world. But it’s interventionists who cause wars. 


George 
Washington 


by Warren Mass 


Party, the worst tag that can be pinned 

on a politician is that of “isolation- 
ist.” After all, those who hurl this epithet 
claim, isolationism makes the world a 
more dangerous place and increases the 
likelihood of war. 

However, the term as frequently used 
today misrepresents the foreign policy 
position of those at whom it is directed. 
When former Congressman Ron Paul 
was running for president in 2011-2012, 
his contenders and the media frequently 
tagged him with the isolationist label. He 
had an opportunity to explain why he was 
not an isolationist, but a nonintervention- 
ist, on December 14, 2011, in an inter- 
view with Wolf Blitzer, the host of CNN’s 
The Situation Room. Blitzer asked Paul: 
“Tell our viewers right now, once and for 
all, the difference between an isolationist 
and a noninterventionist.” 

Paul replied: 


] nsome circles within the Republican 


An isolationist is a protectionist 
that builds walls around their coun- 
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Thomas 
Jefferson 


try, they don’t like the trade, they 
don’t like to travel about the world, 
and they like to put sanctions on 
different countries. So some of the 
people who call me that, are actu- 
ally much more in favor of sanc- 
tions and limited trade, they’re the 
ones who don’t want to trade with 
Cuba and they want to put sanctions 
on anybody who blinks their eye at 
them. And yet, the opposite is what 
we believe in, we believe Nixon did 
the right thing by opening up trade 
doors with China, because that is 
when we quit killing each other 
and we are more at peace, which 
we better be, because they have 
become our banker. So noninter- 
vention is quite a bit different since 
what the founders advised was to 
get along with people, trade with 
people, and to practice diplomacy, 
rather than having this militancy 
of telling people what to do and 
how to run the world and building 
walls around our own country. That 
is isolationism, it’s a far cry from 
what we believe in. 


The Texas congressman’s reference to the 
Founders and their advice serves to point 
us back to a time when nonintervention- 
ism was the rule. However, noninterven- 
tionism was abandoned in favor of inter- 
ventionism, and as the historical record 
shows, it is the latter that has increased 
the likelihood of war, exactly the opposite 
of what those who apply the “isolationist” 
tar brush claim. 


Our Founders Were 
Noninterventionists 

Several months prior to the end of his 
second term as president, George Wash- 
ington wrote a departing letter to “The 
People of the United States of America.” 
It was soon called Washington’s “Fare- 
well Address.” 

The address touched on many points, 
our nation’s relationships with other na- 
tions included. The Father of Our Coun- 
try’s advice included: 

¢ “Observe good faith and justice to- 
wards all Nations; cultivate peace and 
harmony with all.” 

¢ “The great rule of conduct for us, in 
regard to foreign nations, is, in extend- 
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ing our commercial relations, to have 
with them as little political connection 
as possible.” 

¢ “Tt is our true policy to steer clear of 
permanent alliances with any portion of 
the foreign world.” 

Thomas Jefferson, our third president, 
expressed similar noninterventionist 
concepts in his first inaugural address 
on March 4, 1801. Jefferson advocated: 
“Equal and exact justice to all men, of 
whatever state or persuasion, religious or 
political; peace, commerce, and honest 
friendship with all nations — entangling 
alliances with none.” 

Jefferson was our nation’s first secre- 
tary of state, under President Washington. 
He shared Washington’s views in that ca- 
pacity — views that were diametrically 
opposed to those of the modern-day in- 
terventionists who hold that same office. 

Jefferson’s successor as secretary of 
state, John Quincy Adams, continued his 
noninterventionist policies, at least with 
regard to trans-Atlantic intervention. On 
the 45th Anniversary of the Declaration of 
Independence, in 1821, Adams delivered 
his much-quoted remarks to the mem- 
bers of the 22nd Congress. In his address, 
Adams observed: 


[America] goes not abroad, in search 
of monsters to destroy. She is the 
well-wisher to the freedom and inde- 
pendence of all. She is the champion 
and vindicator only of her own. 


The Rise of Interventionism 
The United States for the most part fol- 
lowed its same noninterventionist foreign 
policy for the remainder of the 19th cen- 
tury. Our entry into the three-month Span- 
ish-American War in 1898 was an excep- 
tion that was precipitated by a galvanizing 
incident — the explosion that sank the 
battleship Maine on February 15, 1898. 
But the sinking of the Maine — which was 
never proved to have been the work of the 
Spaniards — was only the first in a long 
train of “incidents” that triggered U.S. in- 
volvement in wars, including the sinking 
of the Lusitania, the attack on Pearl Har- 
bor, and the Gulf of Tonkin incident. (It 
could be said that the 9/11 terrorist attacks 
that launched our ongoing “war on terror” 
fall into the same category.) 

World War I marked a radical change 
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Crafting internationalism: Edward Mandell House (left), an interventionist, is shown with 
President Woodrow Wilson. House had a major influence on Wilson’s decision to take us into 
World War | and in forming the postwar League of Nations. 


in U.S. foreign policy, a change that 
was temporarily reversed in the 1920s 
under Presidents Harding, Coolidge, 
and Hoover, but which came back with 
a vengeance after Pearl Harbor. As we 
shall see, the interventionists would rule 
the day ever afterwards. 

President Woodrow Wilson’s inter- 
ventionist sentiments were strongly in- 
fluenced by his mentor, “Colonel” Ed- 
ward Mandell House. House traveled to 
Europe early in 1916 and formulated the 
House-Grey Memorandum with the Brit- 
ish foreign secretary, Sir Edward Grey. 
The memorandum “invited” Germany to 
attend a peace convention, and included 
the veiled threat that if Germany did not 
agree, the United States would intervene 
militarily. (Britain had declared war on 
Germany in 1914, but the United States 
was still on the sidelines.) House had gone 
way out on a limb by co-drafting the mem- 
orandum, but the British government led 
by Prime Minister H.H. Asquith rejected 
the proposal, keeping the United States out 
of the war until the following year. 

The British nevertheless did everything 
possible to involve the United States in 
their war with Germany. One week be- 


fore the sinking of the Lusitania on May 
7, 1915, Winston Churchill, then first 
lord of the Admiralty, wrote to Walter 
Runciman, president of Britain’s Board 
of Trade, that it was “most important to 
attract neutral shipping to our shores, in 
the hopes especially of embroiling the 
United States with Germany.” Germany 
had declared the seas around the United 
Kingdom to be a war zone, and the Ger- 
man embassy in the United States had 
placed a newspaper advertisement warn- 
ing people not to sail on Lusitania, but 
Wilson did not heed the warning. 

Wilson had been reelected in 1916 with 
the campaign slogan, “He kept us out of 
war.” Five months later, on April 2, 1917 
— with the sinking of the Lusitania hav- 
ing fueled pro-war sentiment in the same 
way that the sinking of the Maine had back 
in 1898 — Wilson appeared before a joint 
session of Congress asking for a declara- 
tion of war to make the world “safe for 
democracy.” On April 6, Congress grant- 
ed Wilson’s request and the United States 
was at war with Germany. 

Wilson had charged the same mentor 
who was so eager to get the United States 
involved in World War I — Edward Man- 


Noninterventionism was abandoned in favor of interventionism, and 
as the historical record shows, it is the latter that has increased the 
likelihood of war, exactly the opposite of what those who apply the 


“isolationist” tar brush claim. 
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dell House — with formulating his post- 
war polices. In September 1918, Wilson 
gave House the responsibility for prepar- 
ing a constitution for a League of Nations. 
But a resurgence of noninterventionist 
sentiment following the war caused the 
Senate to reject U.S. membership in the 
League. 

The Senate’s rejection of their plan 
prompted House and other intervention- 
ists, such as Walter Lippman, to create 
a new organization to permanently steer 
U.S. foreign policy in an interventionist 
direction. That group was called the Coun- 
cil on Foreign Relations (CFR). Because 
of the strong noninterventionist sentiment 
that prevailed in 1920s America, the CFR 
kept a low profile and its influence would 
remain inconspicuous for several more 
presidential administrations. 

When Warren Harding campaigned 
in 1920 on the theme, “A return to nor- 
malcy (1.e., a return to the pre-war way of 
life) he was elected with 60.3 percent of 
the popular vote. Americans had clearly 
had enough of “foreign entanglements” 
that resulted in sending thousands of our 
young men overseas to die in foreign 
lands. Harding said during a campaign 
speech: 


America’s present need is not hero- 
ics, but healing; not nostrums, but 
normalcy; not revolution, but res- 
toration; not agitation, but adjust- 
ment; not surgery, but serenity; not 
the dramatic, but the dispassionate; 
not experiment, but equipoise; not 
submergence in internationality, but 
sustainment in triumphant national- 
ity. [Emphasis added.] 


Americans welcomed Harding’s “Return 
to Normalcy” with open arms. This non- 
interventionist foreign policy would con- 
tinue for another decade, until the CFR 
interventionists who rallied following the 
end of the First World War were able to 
gain control of the foreign policy of an- 
other presidential administration in the 
person of Cordell Hull. 


AP Images 


Room-fillers: Charles Lindbergh, the first person to fly solo from America to Paris, was the 
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leading spokesman for the America First Committee. After the death and devastation American 
soldiers suffered in a little more than a year of WWI, Americans didn’t want to join WWII. 


Did “Isolationism” Cause WWII? 
Modern-day interventionists like to blame 
what they term “isolationism” for World 
War II, ignoring the fact that the govern- 
ments responsible for bringing about this 
horrific war — very much including Nazi 
Germany, fascist Italy, and imperialist 
Japan — were not “isolationist” but were 
in fact aggressively pursuing foreign mili- 
tary adventurism at the time. 

When what became World War II began 
with the nearly simultaneous invasion of 
Poland by Germany on September 1, 1939, 
and the Soviet Union 16 days later, most 
Americans wisely thought we should stay 
out of the European war. They remem- 
bered the high price in blood and money 
that our nation paid for our involvement in 
the First World War. 

When a Gallup poll asked on March 13, 
1939, in the event war broke out: “Should 
we send our army and navy abroad to help 
England and France?” An overwhelming 
83 percent said “no,” while only 17 per- 
cent were in favor. 

On September 4, 1940, a year after war 


The memorandum “invited” Germany to attend a peace convention, 
and included the veiled threat that if Germany did not agree, the 
United States would intervene militarily. 


34 


started in Poland, R. Douglas Stuart, Jr., a 
student at Yale Law School and heir to the 
Quaker Oats Company fortune, organized 
the America First Committee (AFC), 
which opposed U.S. intervention in what 
would become World War II. 

America First (which, at its peak, had 
800,000 paid members in 450 chapters, in- 
dicating that noninterventionism was still 
a popular philosophy in America) issued a 
statement of four basic principles: 

¢ The United States must build an im- 
pregnable defense for America. 

¢ No foreign power, nor group of pow- 
ers, can successfully attack a prepared 
America. 

« American democracy can be preserved 
only by keeping out of the European war. 

¢ “Aid short of war” weakens national 
defense at home and threatens to involve 
America in war abroad. 

The last principle was a direct objec- 
tion to Franklin D. Roosevelt’s proposed 
“Lend Lease” program, officially titled 
“An Act to Further Promote the Defense 
of the United States.” 

The AFC was dissolved four days after 
Japanese forces attacked Pearl Harbor on 
December 7, 1941. The United States de- 
clared war on Japan on December 8, and 
since Japan was bound by the Tripartite 
Pact, with Germany and Italy, those Axis 
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nations declared war on the United States 
on December 11. The United States re- 
sponded in kind the same day. 

America First had demanded that the 
United States build an impregnable de- 
fense for America. U.S. military strength 
was relatively weak as late as 1940, when 
the Roosevelt administration, anticipat- 
ing our entry into the war, began build- 
ing it up. The strength of our regular 
Army increased from 240,000 in 1940 to 
1,300,000 in 1941. The Army Air Force 
increased from 51,000 in 1940 to 300,000 
in 1941. In comparison, the German Army 
numbered around two million in 1940. In 
1941, the Imperial Japanese Army had a 
total of 1,700,000 men. 

In 1940, the U.S. Navy had just seven 
aircraft carriers. The Imperial Japanese 
Navy started the Pacific war with 10 air- 
craft carriers, making it the largest carrier 
fleet in the world at that time. Further- 
more, Japan’s carriers transported some 
of the best airplanes in the world, includ- 
ing the A6M Zero, which was considered 
the best carrier aircraft at the beginning of 
the war. 

While no one knows the answer with 
certainty, it is reasonable to question 
whether Japan would have attacked Pearl 
Harbor (prepared or not) had the United 
States had a more formidable military and 
naval force. 

Those who portray history from the 
interventionist perspective often neglect 
the obvious: Even if the United States 
were “isolationist” (which it was not), 
the Axis powers exhibited a textbook 
example not only of interventionism, but 
of interventionism combined with entan- 
gling alliances. When Germany, Italy, 
and Japan signed the Tripartite Pact on 
September 27, 1940, and agreed “to as- 
sist one another with all political, eco- 
nomic and military means when one of 
the three contracting powers is attacked” 
by a country not already involved in the 
war, they created an alliance of the most 
entangling sort imaginable. 

Germany’s abandonment of the Molo- 
tov-Ribbentrop Pact — a non-aggression 
pact signed with the Soviets on August 
23, 1939 — and sudden attack on the So- 
viet Union on June 22, 1941 caused many 
Americans who had opposed U.S. in- 
volvement in the war to suddenly become 
interventionists. 
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On June 24, 1941, President Roosevelt 
told the American people: “Of course we 
are going to give all the aid that we pos- 
sibly can to Russia.” 

Former president Herbert Hoover was 
not among those who favored aiding the 
Soviets, however. In a nationwide address 
on June 29, 1941, Hoover stated: 


We know ... Hitler’s hideous record 
of brutality, of aggression, and as a 
destroyer of democracies.... 

... Now we find ourselves promis- 
ing aid to Stalin and his militant Com- 
munist conspiracy against the whole 
democratic ideals of the world.... It 
makes the whole argument of our 
joining the war to bring the four free- 
doms to mankind a gargantuan jest. 


As Hoover continued, he seemed to have 
a near-prophetic insight into the Soviet’s 
domination of Eastern Europe after Ger- 
many’s defeat: “If we go further and join 
the war and we win, we have won for Sta- 
lin the grip of Communism on Russia and 
more opportunity for it to extend in the 
world.” 

It is questionable if Franklin D. 
Roosevelt sincerely wanted to avoid U.S. 
entry into the war, or just the opposite. 

On October 30, 1940, as war raged in 


Europe, Roosevelt delivered a speech in 
Boston, in which he said: “T have said this 
before, but I shall say it again and again 
and again: Your boys are not going to be 
sent into any foreign wars.” 

Roosevelt was reelected to an unprec- 
edented third term a week later. In a little 
more than a year, in the wake of Pearl Har- 
bor, he would follow the same playbook 
used by Wilson after the sinking of the 
Lusitania and ask Congress for a declara- 
tion of war. 

Pearl Harbor was not the prelude of 
Roosevelt’s efforts to drag us into the war, 
however, but the grand finale. With public 
sentiment against U.S. involvement in the 
war, Roosevelt knew that the only way he 
could change the prevailing opinion was 
to get Germany to strike the first blow. 

In August 1941, after Roosevelt and 
Churchill met at the Atlantic conference, 
Churchill told his Cabinet, “The President 
had said he would wage war but not de- 
clare it and that he would become more 
and more provocative. If the Germans did 
not like it, they could attack American 
forces.... Everything was to be done to 
force an incident.” 

Roosevelt did his best, even dropping 
depth charges on German U-boats, in an 
attempt to force Germany to strike first. 

Hitler made many tactical mistakes, but 


Goading Americans into war: After U.S. intelligence learned that a Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor 
had been planned, top Roosevelt administration officials failed to warn the commanders in Hawaii. 
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When a Gallup poll asked on March 13, 1939, in the event war broke 
out: “Should we send our army and navy abroad to help England 
and France?” An overwhelming 83 percent said “no,” while only 17 


percent were in favor. 


provoking the United States, which he re- 
garded as a formidable adversary, was not 
one of them. 

Roosevelt had another ace up his sleeve, 
however. As noted earlier, Japan, Ger- 
many, and Italy had signed the Tripartite 
Pact, which bound the three Axis nations 
together in a military alliance. Therefore, 
if any one of them could be provoked into 
attacking the United States, it would mean 
war with all three. 

Japan proved to be more willing to take 
the bait and strike first than Germany had 
been. Still, some maneuvering was neces- 
sary to goad Japan into attacking. 

Roosevelt’s war secretary, Henry L. 
Stimson (a CFR member), effectively 
waged economic warfare on Japan: He 
imposed a trade embargo on the island na- 
tion, seized Japanese assets in the United 
States, and denied Japan use of the Pana- 
ma Canal. 

After a meeting with Roosevelt, Stim- 
son wrote in his diary “The question was 
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how we should maneuver them [the Japa- 
nese] into the position of firing the first 
shot.” And, in case the Japanese proved to 
be as patient as the Germans, Roosevelt 
decided to turn up the heat a little more by 
demanding that Japan abrogate its treaty 
with the Axis — an unforgivable insult to 
Japanese national pride. 

Roosevelt and company ensured that a 
Japanese attack would be successful and 
sufficient in magnitude to inflame Ameri- 
cans to the point that they would be ready 
to go to war. Nothing short of a catastroph- 
ic event could accomplish that end. 

So when U.S. intelligence code break- 
ers learned that a Japanese attack on Pearl 
Harbor had been planned and passed that 
information along to Roosevelt and his top 
officials — including Army Chief of Staff 
George C. Marshall — nothing was done 
to warn the commanders in Hawaii so that 
they might take adequate defensive mea- 
sures. Documentation of the Roosevelt ad- 
ministration’s foreknowledge of the attack 
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Handiwork to commit America to globalism: Delegates adopted the United Nations Charter in 
San Francisco at a conference on June 26, 1945, a document drafted by fervent internationalist 


John Foster Dulles in Washington, D.C., in 1944. 
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on Pearl Harbor is found in “Pearl Harbor: 
The Facts Behind the Fiction,” by James 
Perloff, in the June 4, 2001 issue of THE 
New AMERICAN. (The article is also found 
online, as “Pearl Harbor: Hawaii Was Sur- 
prised; FDR Was Not,” at this magazine’s 
website: www.thenewamerican.com.) 

The rest is history, and, as we saw earli- 
er, even the America First Committee dis- 
banded after Pearl Harbor, since the coun- 
try was attacked. But though the ensuing 
war effort brought about the defeat of the 
Axis powers, it also aligned the United 
States with another totalitarian regime, the 
Soviet Union, which, aided and abetted by 
U.S. lend lease, emerged from WWII as a 
world power. 


The UN: 

The Interventionists’ Favorite Tool 
Another important after-effect of World 
War II was that it provided the proponents 
of establishing the United Nations with a 
stronger argument that such an organiza- 
tion was needed to prevent another world 
war. The dropping of the atomic bomb on 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki at the closing of 
the war — which many historians regard 
as unnecessary, since Japan had made 
overtures to surrender seven months ear- 
lier — served as a stark warning to the 
world of what another war might lead to. 

Future Secretary of State John Foster 
Dulles (a founding member of the CFR), 
who had been an early supporter of the 
League of Nations, served as a senior ad- 
visor at the 1945 San Francisco United 
Nations conference. 

Another CFR member, Edward Stettin- 
ius, Jr., who was secretary of state under 
both Roosevelt and Truman, became 
chairman of the U.S. delegation to the 
1945 UN conference. He was also instru- 
mental in the formation of the UN and was 
present at its official founding on June 26, 
1945. Soon afterward, President Harry S. 
Truman required Stettinius to resign as 
secretary of state to become the first U.S. 
ambassador to the United Nations. 

Still another CFR member, Alger Hiss, 
served as secretary-general at the confer- 
ence. Hiss was later convicted of perjury 
for lying to a congressional committee 
about his involvement in a communist 
spy ring. 

The UN proved to be one of the most 
useful (if not the most useful) tools of U.S. 
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interventionists to force our involvement 
in foreign wars. Long billed as “our last 
best hope for peace,” the UN has been just 
the opposite. 

The language of the UN Charter reveals 
why our membership in the organization 
makes us vulnerable to forced participa- 
tion in its “peacekeeping” operations. 
For example, in Article 25 we read: “The 
Members of the United Nations agree to 
accept and carry out the decisions of the 
Security Council in accordance with the 
present Charter.” 

After North Korea’s communist forces 
invaded South Korea in June 1950, the 
UN Security Council called on member 
nations to defend South Korea. President 
Truman complied with the UN’s directive, 
claiming he was using U.S. troops for a 
“police action,” not a war. When asked 
where he derived authority to use U.S. 
forces in that conflict without a declara- 
tion of war, Truman replied that, because 
he could provide troops to NATO, he 
could send troops to Korea. (NATO, itself, 
derives legitimacy from Articles 51-54 of 
the UN Charter. Secretary of State Dean 
Acheson admitted openly that approval 
of NATO was “an essential measure for 
strengthening the United Nations.”’) 

President Lyndon Johnson cited the 
Southeast Asia Treaty Organization 
(SEATO), another UN “Regional Arrange- 
ment,” as authorization for U.S. involve- 
ment the Vietnam War. 


Taft vs. Eisenhower 
In “1952 All Over Again,” a June 21, 2014 
piece in the National Journal, columnist 
Michael Gerson devoted a large portion 
of his article to condemning one of the last 
prominent noninterventionist U.S. political 
leaders (at least, until former Congressman 
Ron Paul came along), Ohio Senator Rob- 
ert Taft. Taft served in the Senate from 1939 
until his death on July 31, 1953. A 1957 
Senate committee named Taft as one of the 
five greatest senators in American history. 
Gerson does not regard Taft so highly, 
though he does a credible job of summa- 
rizing the senator’s positions. He writes: 


In the 1930s and early 1940s, Taft’s 
foreign policy views — keeping a 
distance from the problems of an 
incurable world — were predomi- 
nant.... “I believe that the peace and 
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Ike should have known better: Despite his experience guiding Allied armies in WWII amdist the 


chaos and infighting that is the hallmark of international efforts, President Eisenhower picked 
John Foster Dulles as secretary of state, a man who was a founding member of the CFR, an 
early supporter of the League of Nations, and a senior advisor at the 1945 San Francisco United 


Nations conference. 


happiness of the people of this coun- 
try,” Taft said, “can best be secured 
by refusing to intervene in war out- 
side the Americas and establishing 
our defense line based on the Atlantic 
and Pacific Oceans.” 


Gerson correctly summarized the effect of 
Dwight D. Eisenhower winning the 1952 
Republican nomination over Taft: “Eisen- 
hower’s eventual (and close) victory over 
Taft was a fateful moment in the history of 
Republican and American foreign policy.” 

But it was much more than that. It rep- 
resented the permanent takeover of the 
Republican Party by the neoconservatives 
(who champion an interventionist foreign 
policy) and the purging from the party of 
the noninterventionists, who are often de- 
scribed as “paleoconservatives,” or Old 
Right “classical conservatives.” 

After his election, Eisenhower’s selec- 
tion of John Foster Dulles as secretary of 
state spoke volumes. Dulles was a lifelong 
interventionist. In 1918, Woodrow Wilson 
appointed Dulles as legal counsel to the 
United States delegation to the Versailles 
Peace Conference, which created the 
League of Nations. He became a found- 
ing member of the interventionist CFR. 


Dulles helped prepare the UN charter at 
Dumbarton Oaks, in Washington, D.C., in 
1944, and in 1945, as already indicated, 
he served as a senior advisor at the San 
Francisco United Nations conference. 


Recent Times 

It’s worth noting that Michael Gerson 
served interventionist President George 
W. Bush as chief speechwriter from 2001 
until 2006 and, as a senior foreign poli- 
cy advisor from 2000 until 2006, was a 
member of the White House Iraq group. 
That group (also known as White House 
Information Group or WHIG) was de- 
scribed by a Wikipedia writer as “the pro- 
paganda arm of the White House whose 
purpose was to sell the 2003 invasion of 
Iraq to the public.” 

Not surprisingly, Gerson is also a for- 
mer senior fellow at the Council on For- 
eign Relations, the influential policy orga- 
nization we talked about earlier. 

With more than a dozen U.S. secretar- 
ies of state having been CFR members 
over the years, the organization has been 
a major influence in driving U.S. foreign 
policy in an interventionist direction. 
Among the secretaries of state who were 
CFR members was Condoleezza Rice, 
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The CFR’s influence: President George W. Bush is pictured in 2006 with Vice Presid 
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ent Dick Cheney and a group of current and former secretaries of 


state and defense. With the exception of Bush himself, everyone in the photo was a current or former member of the Council on Foreign Relations. 


who headed State under George W. Bush 
from 2005-2009, and who served Bush as 
national security advisor from 2001-2005. 
It was while serving in that capacity that 
Rice shared membership in the White 
House Iraq Group with Gerson. Rice and 
Bush’s vice president, Dick Cheney (also 
a CFR member), were among the admin- 
istration’s most strident advocates of the 
invasion of Iraq 

In a WHIG meeting on September 
5, 2002, Gerson proposed the use of a 
“smoking gun/mushroom cloud” meta- 
phor to sell the American public on the 
supposed nuclear dangers posed by Iraqi 
strongman Saddam Hussein. 

Shortly afterwards, when New York 
Times reporters contacted the White 
House to get some talking points for their 
upcoming piece about the Iraqis purchas- 
ing aluminum tubes (which supposedly 
had applications for a nuclear weapons 
program), a WHIG member leaked Ger- 
son’s phrase to the Times. 

On September 7, 2002, Judith Miller of 


the Times cited Bush administration of- 
ficials who said: “In the last 14 months, 
Iraq has sought to buy thousands of spe- 
cially designed aluminum tubes, which 
American officials believe were intended 
as components of centrifuges to enrich 
uranium.” 

On NBC’s Meet the Press on September 
8, 2002, Cheney cited the New York Times 
article, and accused Saddam of moving 
rapidly to develop nuclear weapons dur- 
ing the previous 14 months supposedly to 
add to his arsenal of chemical and biologi- 
cal arms. 

On CNN, Rice acknowledged that 
“there will always be some uncertainty” 
in determining how close Iraq may be to 
obtaining a nuclear weapon but asserted, 
“We don’t want the smoking gun to be a 
mushroom cloud.” 


The UN Serves Interventionism 

Earlier, we observed that the UN, created 
in the aftermath of World War II as a sup- 
posed instrument of peace, has proved to 


Earlier, we observed that the UN, created in the aftermath of World 
War II as a supposed instrument of peace, has proved to be one of the 
most useful (if not the most useful) tools of U.S. interventionists to 


force our involvement in foreign wars. 
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be a tool of U.S. interventionists to force 
our involvement in foreign wars. 

The UN is a creature of the interven- 
tionists, by the interventionists, and for 
the interventionists. It is little wonder that 
when he was in Congress, the leading 
anti-interventionist congressman of his 
day, Ron Paul, repeatedly introduced H.R. 
1146, the American Sovereignty Restora- 
tion Act “To end membership of the Unit- 
ed States in the United Nations.” Another 
firm noninterventionist still in Congress, 
Rep. Paul Broun (R-Ga.) has introduced 
the American Sovereignty Restoration Act 
of 2013 (H.R. 75), which would also end 
membership of the United States in the 
United Nations. 

The specter of interventionism reared 
its head long before the UN was estab- 
lished, even before the League of Nations 
was established. But there is good reason 
to believe that, contrary to the claim that 
these organizations were created to pre- 
vent wars, the interventionists and their 
foreign internationalist allies precipitated 
two bloody world wars for the primary 
purpose of providing a pretext used to en- 
snare the United States in the sort of entan- 
gling alliances that our Founding Fathers 
warned of. 

We continue to pay the price for our 
membership in the interventionists’ 
“House of Entanglement.” i 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Teens Scared Straight 


KCTV.com reported out of Kansas City, 
Missouri, on October | about a pair of 
teenage boys, age 14 and 15, who skipped 
school and decided to act like common 
thugs. Officer Darin Snapp of the Kansas 
City Police Department told the media 
at a press briefing that the two suspects 
were “kids who were skipping school” 
and that the suspects allegedly stole “al- 
cohol, candy and ammunition” from a 
residence they burglarized — before they 
were stopped. 

Snapp explained that a man got a no- 
tification from his alarm company that 
his home had been broken into. This was 
the second time in two days that this had 
happened, so the man rushed home as fast 
as he could. The man encountered the 
intruders in his house and fired at them. 
The juvenile suspects fled the home and 
ran down the street. One of the suspects 
sustained a gunshot injury to his ankle and 
was apprehended by police in an alley. The 
remaining suspect was caught trying to 
head back to his high school. Neighbors 
spoke to KCTVS, on condition of ano- 
nymity, and explained that it isn’t unusual 
to find strangers in your house in this high- 
crime neighborhood. 


Son to the Rescue 


An armed robber picked the wrong fam- 
ily-owned convenience store in Houston, 
Texas, to rob on September 13. The Hous- 
ton Chronicle reported that a masked rob- 
ber, dressed all in black, entered the store 
with a shotgun and pointed it at the woman 
behind the register and demanded money. 
The owner of the store, the father of the 
woman behind the counter, pulled out a 
handgun and ordered the robber to leave 
the store. The robber turned and then 
pointed his shotgun at the father. 

Investigators say that the owner’s son 
came running out of the back of the store, 
grabbed the gun from his father, and shot 
the armed robber multiple times during 
a gun battle. The robber was mortally 
wounded and died at the scene. 

Usman Seth, the 20-year-old son who 
saved his family, told the Houston Chroni- 
cle, “I wanted to make the threat go away.” 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
_ ESS lle. 


He explained, “My family — their lives 
— were in my hands.... I had to protect 
them.” He stated that he shot the intruder 
in the leg first, but the man fired back and 
moved to the back of the store and contin- 
ued firing at Seth and his family. Seth was 
left with no other option but to return fire, 
seriously wounding the armed attacker. 

When first responders arrived and took 
off the armed robber’s mask, Seth and his 
family recognized him as a young man 
who had been in the store half an hour ear- 
lier. After the shooting, the deceased rob- 
ber’s brother came into the store threaten- 
ing to kill the family, and the family of the 
deceased suspect has continued to threaten 
them. 


Best Mother’s Day Gift Ever 


Last Mother’s Day, Cathy Kouba’s son 
gave her a shotgun, which Kouba now 
views as “the best Mother’s Day present 
she’s ever received.” KOKO.com reported 
out of Oklahoma City on September 22 
about the break-in that led Kouba to use 
her gift in self-defense. Kouba was fast 
asleep when her security alarm woke her 
in the middle of the night. Kouba imme- 
diately became aware that someone was 
trying to kick in her rear door. She imme- 
diately became concerned because, as she 
told KOKO.com, “I have a daughter that’s 
handicapped and she was asleep on the 
bottom floor.... And so for the fear of her 
being hurt, motherly instincts kick in and, 
you know, I worked hard for what I’ve got. 
And you’re not going to come and take it 
away from me.” 

Kouba grabbed her gun and ran out the 
front door at full speed to confront the in- 
truder in the rear of the house. Kouba fired 
her shotgun at him as the man appeared to 
be running out of the backyard. She says 
she witnessed the intruder get entangled 
in the electric fence before escaping. She 
explained that the police didn’t locate the 
suspect, but she was sure that her blast 
from the shotgun hit him. “[The police] 
didn’t get him but, you know, I’m sure he’s 
going to end up in the hospital somewhere. 
I mean, he’s got buckshot in his butt, ’m 
sure he’s going to,” she told KOKO.com. 
Kouba also explained that the suspect left 


a trail of blood and authorities also got 
footprints off the door. Note that in most 
places it is against the law to shoot some- 
one who is running away. 


Childhood Friend 


The Daily Mail reported on September 16 
about an odd story out of Prairie Town- 
ship, Ohio, where an intruder ended up 
having a childhood connection to a 
resident. Thirty-seven-year-old Heather 
Tackett was home with her 17-year-old 
son when she heard strange noises in 
the middle of the night, so she grabbed 
her handgun and went to investigate. 
She walked into her son’s room to see 
a masked intruder standing over her son 
sleeping in bed. The intruder was wearing 
an Insane Clown Posse mask, a dement- 
ed clown mask from a Detroit-based rap 
group, and holding a knife in his hands. 
Tackett screamed at the intruder to drop 
the knife, but the suspect did not respond, 
so she fired her .38-caliber revolver. 

At the time, she didn’t think she hit the 
suspect, who immediately fled the scene, 
but her shot did hit the mark. The now-in- 
jured masked intruder fled into the arms of 
three friends who were outside the home 
acting as lookouts. The acquaintances, 
who were all teenagers, did not immedi- 
ately take him for medical treatment and 
instead transported him a half mile back to 
his house. One of the accomplices called 
911 an hour later to report that the suspect 
was injured. At that point, the suspect was 
rushed to a medical facility where he was 
pronounced dead. 

Tackett would later learn from authori- 
ties that she fatally wounded the intruder 
and that the deceased suspect was her 
son’s former childhood friend. “I am dev- 
astated.... I really liked that kid and I was 
really good to him, and it breaks my heart 
he’d enter my home like that,” Tackett told 
the Columbus Dispatch. The accomplices, 
all teenagers, have been charged with mur- 
der and complicity to aggravated burglary 
for allegedly helping the suspect break 
in to the Tackett residence and then fail- 
ing to seek medical help for the mortally 
wounded teen. ll 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Cooked-up Climate 
Contentions 


ITEM: The United Nations climate summit 
in New York City, reported the Los Ange- 
les Times for September 21, was intended 
to serve as a “launchpad for the work of 
crafting an international agreement that 
could reduce emissions enough to mute the 
predicted painful blows of climate change.” 
The UN, went on the Times, “wants to 
capitalize on momentum that’s building 
toward real cuts to greenhouse gas emis- 
sions.... Obama has moved decisively in 
his second term to tackle climate change, 
bypassing an uncooperative Congress 
to attack the biggest domestic source of 
greenhouse gases: existing coal-fired 
power plants.” 
ITEM: President Obama, as quoted on 
the White House website, said at the UN: 
“For all the immediate challenges that we 
gather to address this week — terrorism, 
instability, inequality, disease — there’s 
one issue that will define the contours of 
this century more dramatically than any 
other, and that is the urgent and growing 
threat of a changing climate.” 
ITEM: “‘As an economic matter, the cost 
of inaction or delay is far greater than the 
cost of action ’on climate change, said U.S. 
Treasury Secretary Jacob J. Lew in a forum 
hosted by The Hamilton Project yesterday, ”’ 
as noted in a September 23 release by the 
Brookings Institution in Washington, D.C. 
ITEM: On CBS This Morning on Septem- 
ber 29, that show’ medical contributor, 
Dr. David Angus, was asked what was 
“going on” concerning a polio-like virus 
in the United States and the Ebola crisis 
in Africa. While not answering the ques- 
tion directly, the doctor speculated in part: 
“We dont know exactly why there was a 
dramatic spread this year, but something 
is happening now. We have multiple vi- 
ruses. And together with global climate 
change, things are changing in the virus 
world, and we have to pay attention.” 
CORRECTION: At one point in this coun- 
try, George Washington famously was 
credited for saying he couldn’t tell a lie. 
These days, the chief executive seem- 
ingly can’t tell the truth. 
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They believe him: At the UN’s Climate Summit, President Obama claimed, “We know what we have 
to do to avoid irreparable harm. We have to cut carbon pollution in our own countries to prevent the 
worst effects of climate change” — though there is as yet no proof of human-caused warming. 


In order to impose restrictions and ex- 
pand taxation, President Obama and other 
climate-change alarmists continue to 
make unwarranted assertions and concoct 
scare stories about global warming (a.k.a., 
climate change or climate disruption). 

Even the establishment New York Times 
has remarked on how the president was 
not being forthright about his intentions: 


In order to avoid more opposition 
from conservatives, Mr. Obama and 
other top administration officials no 
longer call publicly for a national 
price on carbon. But they have 
nonetheless signaled their support 
for international and state efforts. In 
his speech at the United Nations, Mr. 
Obama quoted the Democratic gov- 
ernor of Washington, Jay Inslee, who 
is urging other states to pass carbon 
pricing laws: “As one of America’s 
governors has said, ‘We are the first 
generation to feel the impact of cli- 
mate change and the last generation 
that can do something about it.’ ” 


So-called liberals love to belittle those 
who don’t unwittingly buy every wild 
climate assertion — especially those pre- 
tending that human economic activity is 


at the root of all ills on the planet. Such 
heretics are disparaged as “deniers.” Yet, 
when it comes to the science involved, the 
accusers have rare intelligence — as in, 
they rarely show intelligence. 

Consider the difference between “car- 
bon” and “carbon dioxide.” Back in the 
day, as those of us of a certain age are 
wont to say, it was a rare junior-high sci- 
ence student who confused the substances. 
These days, however, it has become near- 
religious dogma that hazardous global 
warming is the product of emissions from 
power generation using hydrocarbon- 
based fuels. This point was among several 
mentioned in a recent piece by Bob Carter 
and Tom Harris. (Carter is former profes- 
sor and head of the School of Earth Sci- 
ences at James Cook University in Aus- 
tralia. Tom Harris is executive director of 
the Ottawa-based International Climate 
Science Coalition.) 

As they wrote, “even prime ministers 
and presidents now misuse ‘carbon’ as a 
shorthand for ‘carbon dioxide,’ and then 
label it a pollutant to boot.” 

Actually, continued Carter and Harris in 
the Washington Times for September 30, 


carbon dioxide is environmentally ben- 
eficial; it is the elixir of life for most of 
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our planetary ecosystems, and to label 
it as a pollutant is, therefore, grotesque 
rather than merely just wrong. 
[Moreover,] the amount of carbon 
dioxide produced by human indus- 
trial processes is less than 5 percent 
of natural emissions from the atmo- 
sphere and ocean. [And] most im- 
portant of all, despite carbon dioxide 
being a greenhouse gas, no evidence 
exists that the amount humans have 
added to the atmosphere is producing 
dangerous warming, or, indeed, any 
measurable temperature rise at all. 


Making matters worse, with the pos- 
sible exception of halitosis, virtually all 
human heartbreaks large and small have 
been linked by prominent politicians and 
activists to climate change — and excit- 
edly hyped as newsworthy by the mass 
media. How dispassionate do you think 
was Newsweek's recent diatribe on the 
subject? The piece was entitled: “Ebola 
and Climate Change: Are Humans Re- 
sponsible for the Severity of the Current 
Outbreak?” 

Then there was the “report” on CNBC. 
com by Terry Tamminen that was entitled 
“Hey UN — It’s Time for Action on Cli- 
mate Change.” Tamminen is a former 
secretary of the California Environmental 
Protection Agency and a co-founder of the 
R20 Regions of Climate Action, so you just 
might be able to guess his slant. To buttress 
his case, he cites a psychologist who says 
that “Stone Age” brains are responsible for 
our being so self-interested and short-sight- 
ed not to recognize environmental threats. 

The Media Research Center (MRC), 
which ably keeps track of such matters, 
has taken note of one such absurdity after 
another. The center has the specifics of the 
various media attributions linking climate 
change to, among other phenomena, a 
claimed boost in the number of wildfires 
in California; melting ice in the Antarctic 
allegedly causing the Earth’s gravity to 
shift; the potential loss of red hair in Scot- 
land; professed increases in UFO sight- 
ings; a supposed danger to the existence of 
pasta in Italy; an unsubstantiated reported 
increase in the spinning rate of the planet; 
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and a purported explosion in the number 
of large gatherings of walruses. 

Yet, as Matthew Johnson of the MRC has 
pointed out, discussing the contention of 
that claimed record walrus “haulout,” there 
is evidence of large-scale walrus gatherings 
dating “all the way back to 1604.” The As- 
sociated Press “reported similar gatherings 
of walruses in 2007, 2009 and 2011 — some 
near the same location as the current haulout 
on the coast of the Chukchi Sea.” As part of 
the accounts conveyed by the major televi- 
sion networks, he noted, there were claims 
that the ice was melting, thus causing the 
walruses to seek out land. “But according 
to the Aug. 30, 2014, Daily Mail (U.K.), the 
Arctic ice cap expanded for a second year in 
a row, growing extensively.” 

Activists would have us believe that 
only the ill-informed or ignorant could 
hold beliefs other than their own. Indeed, 
the oh-so-esteemed Robert F. Kennedy, 
Jr. recently opined that climate skeptics 
should be imprisoned, comparing such 
unenlightened souls to war criminals. 

On the other hand, disabusing that no- 
tion, one finds (among many others who 
could be cited) a former NASA scientist 
who is willing to publicly describe global 
warming as “nonsense,” and to disagree 
that climate change is a man-made prob- 
lem, saying it is “absolutely stupid” to 
blame recent floods in the U.K. on human 


activity. Les Woodcock, an emeritus pro- 
fessor of chemical thermodynamics at the 
University of Manchester, made those re- 
marks to the Yorkshire Evening Post. Noted 
the professor: “The term ‘climate change’ is 
meaningless. The Earth’s climate has been 
changing since time immemorial... The 
theory of ‘man-made climate change’ is an 
unsubstantiated hypothesis.” 

Still, isn’t Kennedy from a famous fam- 
ily? And didn’t he marry a movie star? 

Guess whose comments got more media 
coverage? 

Perhaps it is the track record of the 
alarmists that should be drawing more at- 
tention? The Daily Signals Brett Schaefer 
has had the temerity to check how some of 
those doom-and-gloom predictions have 
panned out. He writes: 


Remember when former Vice Presi- 
dent Al Gore warned in 2007 that the 
Arctic “could be completely gone 
in the summer in as little as seven 
years”? Instead, the Arctic ice cap 
has grown substantially and is more 
than 40 percent larger than in 2012. 
Remember the U.N. Environ- 
ment Program prediction that cli- 
mate change would lead to 50 mil- 
lion refugees by 2010? Apparently, 
UNEP hopes that you don’t, because 
it quietly scrubbed its website of the 
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prediction when those climate refu- 
gees failed to materialize. 


Then there were the other warnings about 
the weather. Schaefer, a fellow in inter- 
national regulatory affairs at the Heritage 
Foundation, continues: 


The U.N. World Meteorological Or- 
ganization released videos of “weath- 
er reports from 2050” that predicted 
dire weather, including a forecast for 
the U.S. that highlighted temperature 
spikes, mega-droughts and massive 
flooding from distant hurricanes. 

The wheels have fallen off all of 
these predictions. As stated by Roger 
Pielke Jr., an esteemed climate scien- 
tist who testified before Congress last 
July: “It is misleading, and just plain 
incorrect, to claim that disasters as- 
sociated with hurricanes, tornadoes, 
floods, or droughts have increased 
on climate timescales either in the 
United States or globally.” 


It turns out that most warmist beliefs are 
based solidly on fatuous fictions. 

How about all the climatic catastrophes, 
triggered by man’s activities, that we keep 
hearing about? (Telling signs at the recent 
climate march in New York said “Flood 
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Wall Street,” for example, and “Stop Cap- 
italism. End the Climate Crisis.) Well, 
unsurprisingly, propagandists are misus- 
ing the truth. Consider some actual facts, 
as summarized by Benjamin Zycher of the 
American Enterprise Institute (in some- 
what abbreviated fashion here): 

¢ There has been no trend in the fre- 
quency of strong (F3 to F5) tornadoes in 
the United States since 1950. 

¢ The number of wildfires is in a long- 
term decline. 

¢ It has been eight years since a Cat- 
egory 3 or higher hurricane landed on the 
U.S. coast; that long a period devoid of 
an intense hurricane landfall has not been 
observed since 1900. The 2013 Atlantic 
hurricane season was the least active in 
40 years, with zero major hurricanes. 

¢ There has been no trend in the fre- 
quency or intensity of tropical cyclones, 
and global cyclone activity and energy are 
near their lowest levels since reliable mea- 
surements began by satellite in the 1970s. 

¢ There is no long-term trend in sea- 
level increases. 

¢ The Palmer Drought Severity Index 
shows no trend since 1895. 

¢ Flooding in the United States over the 
last century has not been correlated with 
increases in greenhouse gas concentrations. 

Hmm. That sure sounds different from 
the emissions at the “People’s Climate 
March,” where demands were that we 
press governments to regulate “a world 
safe from the ravages of climate change.” 

This is, unfortunately, not a debate where 
the best argument wins. Power politics — 
including controlling economies by fiat 
when legislating doesn’t work — is what is 
involved. Even if one grants that it would 
be a good thing to mitigate climate change, 
the positive results of the proposed solu- 
tions would be insignificant, especially 
when compared to their expense. 

A real climate scientist, Patrick Mi- 
chaels, has explained how little would be 
accomplished through the use of the regu- 
latory blunderbuss. The Environmental 
Protection Agency’s own computer model, 
noted Michaels in the Daily Caller, “easily 
shows that President Obama’s proposed 
regulations would reduce global warm- 


ing by around 0.02 of a degree Celsius by 
the year 2100. Actually, the true number 
is probably even smaller because that cal- 
culation assumes a future rate of warming 
— there hasn’t been any for 17 years now 
— quite a bit higher than it is likely to be.” 

The fact that the move won’t do much, 
however, doesn’t mean it won’t be costly. 
It will hurt. And that is the plan — though 
that part is not being emphasized by the 
White House. 

As pointed out by Nicolas Loris, an 
energy and environmental specialist, the 
administration and its activist allies have 
been considering various ways to imple- 
ment their schemes; these include cap- 
and-trade programs, additional regula- 
tions, and outright tax increases. Each 
would attempt to restrict emissions and 
“inflict higher energy costs on American 
families and businesses.” As a result, 


families would pay more to use less 
electricity. The costs would rever- 
berate throughout the economy, as 
affected industries pass higher costs 
onto consumers. Simply put, con- 
sumers would consume less and pro- 
ducers would produce less, resulting 
in income cuts, jobs destroyed and 
lost economic output. 

The economic pain stemming from 
the EPA’s regulation would spread 
throughout the country, but some 
would be harmed more than others. 
A tax that increases energy prices 
would hit America’s poorest fami- 
lies the hardest. The median family 
spends about 5 cents out of every dol- 
lar on energy costs, but low-income 
families spend about 20 cents. 

... Particularly alarming is the dam- 
age the EPA regulations would inflict 
on America’s manufacturing base. 


President Obama would like Americans to 
believe our most urgent threat is climate 
change caused by human-generated power 
production. Ifhe gets his way, we are more 
likely to discover that the true threat is a 
government eager to use any excuse to 
usurp power. 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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Bubble Economies on the Edge 


ith “crises” galore 
serving as distrac- 
tions — Ebola, ISIS, 


Iraq, Syria, Ukraine, global 
warming, etc. — the ongoing 
devastation caused by policies of 
the Federal Reserve and the Eu- 
ropean Central Bank has escaped 
the scrutiny, condemnation, and 
corrective action it deserves. The 
bubble machines at the Fed and 
the ECB have been operating 
in overdrive for the past several 
years, spewing out a non-stop 
tidal wave of “cheap money” through a mind-numbing array of 
new programs and institutions: QE1, QE2, QE3, QE-Infinity, 
OMT, LTRO, TLTRO, EFSF, EFSM, ESM. 

With trillions of new dollars and euros created out of noth- 
ing and pumped into the global economy, is anyone surprised 
that much of this funny money flowed into the stock market and 
drove equities to dizzying highs? But the bubble is bursting — as 
it always must — and the consequences are likely to be far worse 
than we experienced in 2008. 

European Central Bank President Mario Draghi, long heralded 
as “Super Mario,” is not so super anymore; his magic tricks do 
not produce the magic they once did. The Germans are blasting 
him for recklessly promoting more debt, while other EU leaders 
are calling for more ECB “investment,” and criticizing Draghi 
for being too timid. In July 2012, as fears mounted concerning 
the sovereign debt in the eurozone, Draghi proclaimed that the 
ECB “is ready to do whatever it takes to preserve the Euro.” “And 
believe me,” he said, “it will be enough.” The European Court 
of Justice, the EU’s top court, is now deciding whether Draghi’s 
“whatever it takes” economic schemes are legal. Specifically, the 
ECJ is hearing a challenge brought by a group of 35,000 German 
plaintiffs who charge that Draghi’s Outright Monetary Transac- 
tions (OMT) program to purchase government bonds was “a mon- 
strous extension of its remit.” 

The ECB’s lawyers have invoked the necessity defense, argu- 
ing that the OMT purchases of sovereign debt were necessary to 
avert a crisis that could have destroyed the euro and caused the 
breakup of the EU. “Numerous banks and companies started to 
prepare more or less openly for an end of the euro,” Hans-Georg 
Kamman, the ECB’s lead lawyer, told the court. “The situation 
was moving ever closer to crisis. The feared collapse risked be- 
coming an uncontrollable self-fulfilling prophesy.” 

Dietrich Murswiek, lawyer for the plaintiffs, argued that the 
OMT is an “egregious extension of [ECB] powers,” going far be- 
yond its legal mandate. Moreover, he noted, OMT allows the ECB 
to shift the risk on debt from the bondholders to the eurozone tax- 
payers. “With OMT, the ECB will turn the monetary union into a 
debt union without consulting the member states,” Murswiek said. 
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“The European Central Bank 
acts like the Central Commit- 
tee,” one of the plaintiffs, Ba- 
varian lawmaker Peter Gauwei- 
ler, told Reuters, comparing the 
ECB to the ruling clique of the 
Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union. “The Central Commit- 
tee has moved to Frankfurt from 
Moscow.” 

“They believe that they can 
do what they want with the citi- 
zens’ money,” said Gauweiler. 
“In parliamentary democracies, 
citizens decide about taxpayer money.” 

Herr Gauweiler was chastised by some commentators and poli- 
ticians who claimed his remarks were “rude” and “inappropriate,” 
but the comments were entirely apropos, and merely confirm the 
obvious truth contained in Mikhail Gorbachev’s observation over a 
decade ago that the EU was becoming “the new European Soviet.” 

The ECJ will not render a decision on the case for months, 
and there is probably little likelihood that it would rule 
against the ECB’s usurpations anyway. Meanwhile, Draghi 
has launched new schemes. He has signaled that the ECB will 
launch a new trillion-euro program of buying asset-backed 
securities, composed of bundled mortgages, credit card debt, 
and other bank debt. He is aiming to raise the ECB’s debt pur- 
chases from its current level of two trillion euros to a total of 
three trillion euros ($3.9 trillion). 

At the same time, the ECB has announced that it is taking over 
“direct supervision” of 120 of Europe’s largest banks, which ac- 
count for 80 percent of the aggregated balance sheet of the euro- 
area banking system. Andreas Dombret, a member of the Execu- 
tive Board of Germany’s central bank, Deutsche Bundesbank, 
told fellow globalists at the Brookings Institution, in Washington, 
D.C., on October 8, that this ECB move represents the biggest 
step toward European financial integration since the launch of the 
common currency, the euro. 

Bankers with the right insider connections will continue to ben- 
efit from the ECB’s actions, though little of the new money will 
actually find its way into the “real economy,” despite Draghi’s 
insistence otherwise. As THE NEw AMERICAN pointed out when 
Draghi — an ex-Goldman Sachs chief and a regular attendee at 
the secretive Bilderberg meetings — was appointed to head the 
ECB, he was a sure bet for usurping and centralizing economic 
power. He is being egged on by the cheerleaders for the New 
World Order at the Fed and the IMF. The International Monetary 
Fund’s steering committee urged “bold action” and cautioned 
against fiscal tightening that could bring on deflation. Meanwhile, 
San Francisco Fed President John Williams told Reuters in an 
October 14 interview that the Fed may be open to yet another 
round of “quantitative easing.” More bubbles — and troubles. Hi 
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